INBOX.17 (#3495) 


TEXT: 


VZCZCWFO032 

HQ 

DE WF #0032 2791931 

i 

ZNY SSSSS 
P 061931Z OCT 87 
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FM FBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (243-3) (P) (C-3) 
TO ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI PRIORITY 


ATTN: SS 



TERRORISM SECTION 


SECRET 

UNAUTHOR .IZEp69XS.CLOB.UR-E--QF- CLASSlEXED..INFORMATION^.IN_THE_4/1.4./87 
EDITION OF^ "VILLAGE VOICE" BY MURRA^^^^^S; INTELLIGENCE 
IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 00:WF0. 

®H>i«-SN^^RE COMMUNICATION IS CL^i ^IFIED "-S&g^T". 

RE 10/5/87 TELCALL FROM SSz|_ |tO WFO. 

REFERENCED TELCALL REQUESTED WFO TO INFORM FBIHQ OF WFO’S 
PLANNED CHRONOLOGY OF INVESTIGATION IN CAPTIONED MATTER. 

THE FIRST INTERVIEW TO BE CONDUCTED IS THAT OF_ 

I IN MIAMI, FLORIDA. 


IS THE PERSON MOST KNOWLEDGEABLE OF THE CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS IN 



/ 


jfCT 11 




22 MAY 03198/ 




BBCL^SIFIED BY 
Ol f _ 
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MIAMI. 
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ALSO TALKED TO A NUMBER OF REPORTERS WHO HAD 

SPECIFICALLY RELATED 


POSSESSION OF THE "LEAKED" MEMO, ANU 


TO DOJ/OPR THAT SHE HAD BEEN ADVISED BY 


DOJ/OPR HAS ALREADY INTERVIEWED 
WHO AUTHORED THE MEMO, AND 


FOR 


THE S.D. OF FLORIDA. WFO DOES NOT ANTICIPATE INTERVIEWS OF THESE 
INDIVIDUALS PROVIDING ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, BUT THESE 
INDIVIDUALS SHOULD BE INTERVIEWED AS THE ONLY RECORD OF THE PRIOR 
INTERVIEWS ARE HANDWRITTEN NOTES IN POSSESSION OF DOJ/OPR. 

THE MEMO WAS SENT BY U.S. ATTORNEY_ TO DEPUTY 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL_ 


OF THE DOJ CRIMINAL 


DIVISION. 


WITH THE MEMO, AND HIS KNOWLEDGE OF 
DOJ. 


SENT A COPY OF THE MEMO TO ASSISTANT ATTORNEY 
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS (OLA). 

SEC 


^ T 



1 1 

THAT HE HAD RECEIVED A COPY OF 

THE MEMO FROM 






[needs to BE INTERVIEWED CONCERNING HIS ACTIONS ' 

RELATIONSHIP WITH 


bo 

:b7C 


be 

b7C 
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NEEDS TO BE INTERVIEWED CONCERNING HIS ACTIONS WITH THE MEMO, AS 

relationship WITH DOJ. 


WELL AS HIS KNOWLEDGE OF 


DOJ/OPR'S INQUIRY REFLECTS THAT 


WAS A CLOSE 


ASSOCIATE OF 



COMMUNICATIONS 


BETWEEN THE TWO LOGICALLY INFER THE POSSIBILITY THAT 


MAY 


HAVE RECEIVED A COPY OF THE MEMO FROMl 
TO BE INTERVIEWED AS A SUBJECT, AND 
INTERVIEWED. BEFORE INTERVIEWING 


JlEEDS 


ALSO NEEDS TO BE 

Ineeds to 


RENDER A LEGAL OPINION AS TO WHETHER] 
To| 


PASSING THE MEMO 


WOULD BE A VIOLATION OF THE IIPA IF IT IN FACT 


OCCURRED. IF 


POSSESSES A SECURITY CLEARANCE AND WAS 


AUTHORIZED TO RECEIVE CLASSIFIED INFORMATION, IT IS UNCERTAIN IF 
50 U.S.C. SECTION 421 WOULD BE VIOLATED BY THE TRANSMITTAL TO HIM 
OF THE MEMO. 



INTERVIEWED AS TO THIS STATEMENT. THERE SHOULD NOT BE ANY FIRST 

SEC T 


be 

:b7C 


be 

b7C 





















(Re»‘. -10/8/8|) 

DEPAIt 


FEDERAL Blj 


INTERNAL 


NT OF JUSTICE 


OFINVESTIGATIO 


TING/ACTIONSLIP 


5155 


3823 


233 5030 


5200 


5200 


4239 



4249 


5200 


5200 , 



Reading Room 


3505 I Language Services Unit 


oirrAiwED 


60324 UC BATiT/DF 


LJ Fo: Your Info. 
D Note & Return 
O Record & Return 
n See Reverse Side 
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TERRORISM SECTION 

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 


Room 

SZ/V 
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

DATE 5 ^~b-<ig Y,l. ^U-<^iA .^MJSu 









MiL IWF0RMA7I0K CONTAIHED 





-J <3\ 






ALL FBI INFOEHATICiU COHTAIMEB ^ 

HEEEIIJ IS IltICLASSIFIED 

DATE 04t-J?'2-2011 BY 60324 UC EAWSAE/RY3 

' V * 


REFERRED TO HQ PER OGA LETTED DATED 03-28-2011 


AIRTEL 


SECRET 


f^/14/87 


Acting Director, FBI 


SAC, Washington Field Office 

UNAUTHORIZED^SCLQSURE .OF , CLASSIFpiI-I-NFGRMATION Jtti 
THE APRIL ~3 ^V-l987_,_EDI‘1^IQ^<l' OF TH E^flLLAGE VOICE X 
ENTITLEDjilSj^ONTRA COVER-UP CONFIRMED" BY MURRA^AAS; 
"INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION' ACT (IIP^'^' 


Referral/Consult 



Pursuant to a request from DOJ, WFO is requested to be 

immediately institute an appropriate IIPA investigation. Prior to bic 
conducting anv interviews. WFO case Agent should teleohorncally 
contact! to assist in 

setting up "cne necessary interviews. 

Enclosures 


SECRET 


S=3 

-OADR 





Referral/Consult 


No^r^^'This conmiTinication requests WFO to immediately institute an 
UDCI/IIPA investigation concerning information disclosed in the 
..^il 14, 1987, issue of the Village Voice, wherein the identity ol 
CIA employee was divulged. I_ 


Exec AO Adm. _ 

Exec AD Inv._ 

Exec AD LES _ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Adm. Servs. _ 

Grim. Inv._ 

Idem- 

Insp. _ 

Intell_ 

Lab. _ 

Legal Coun. _ 
Off. Cong. & 
Public Affs. 
Rec. Mgnt. _ 
Tech. Servs. _ 

Training _ 

Off. Liaison & 

int. Affs. _ 

Telephone Rm. 
DIrector*p Sec‘y 


Alili INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
EXCEPT WHERE SHOWN 
OTHERWISE 


M-314 




i\V«* 


CO^IOED 
REAS0I^"S,S Jj 
DECLASSIFY^ 
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INBOX.37 (#5863) 




UNIT' ■ 


I 


TEXT : 

VZCZCWFOOlO 
RR HQ 

DE WF #0010 3150012 
ZNY SSSSS 
R 110012Z NOV 87 

FBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (243-3)‘^(?) (C-3) 

TO DIRECTOR, FBI ROUTINE 

S' 

o 

BT 

SE^^T 



f 


ATTENTION: SA^ 


TERRORISM SECTION 



UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION ON THE APRIL 
14, 1987 EDITION OF THEE "viLLAGE VOICE " ENTITLED, "CONTRA 
COVERAGE-UP CONFIRMED" BY MURRAY WAAS; INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES 
PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); OOrWFO 

.L. NOTATIONS AND ITEMS^_0^^;?^!!^F0RMAT10N CONTAINED 

IN THIS COMMUNICATION ARE " -& E - G^4 t" UNLESS OTHERWISE 


NOTED. 




"REFERENCE BUREAU TELETYPE DATED NOVEMBER 6, 1987 

AL R 

■/ 


DOJ OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY, ON 
E jOTR E T -• J 


S E 


be 

:b7C 


/ 



\/| cf- ^ 

22MAY03 --- 
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OPPORTUNITY TO TAKE POLYGRAPH EXAMINATION WHEN INTERVIEWED, AS 
SET FORTH IN REFERENCED BUREAU TELETYPE. 



THIS 

INTERVIEW 



SEC 


BT 

#0010 


^ E T 


ON MONDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1987 
CLASSIFIED DECLAS^gfepiED ON: . OADR 



NNNN 
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FORMS.TEXT HAS 1 DOCUMENT 
INBOX.23 (#4973) 

TEXT; 

VZCZCWFO001 
RR HQ MM 






1 1]0-< 
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th’ f*- 


. DE WF #0001 2830016 
SSSSS 

^VR 100016Z OCT 87 


FM FBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (243-3)(P)(C~3) 
ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI PRIORITY 

FBI, MIAMI PRIORITY 

BT 

S E C^ E T 


ATTN: SSZd 


TERRORISM SECTION 


UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION IN THE 4/14/87 


EDITION OF ^VILLAGE VOICE” ENTITLED, "CONTRA COVER-UP CONFIRMED" 
BY MURRAY WAAS; INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 

00; WFO ^ 

T- I t T - O ' Bijff-I -'R S COMMUNICATION IS CJ^SSIFIED "Sli^^ET" 


RE 9/14/87, AIRTEL FROM THE BUREAU TO WFO; 10/12/87, TT FRO 


THE BUREAU TO MIAMI AND RECEIVING OFFICES; WFO "^J^C^^F S 

TO MIAMI SSA' " 


%0/9/87. 



B:ee' AD ki., 
A!!’ 


rr,:Kf i.; I 











AS SET FORTH IN REFERENCED COMMUNICATIONS, WFO IS CURRENTLY 

’5f.TUGT SjO 

SEC B^E T 

~W3fiLlU, - 



> I 





\A7i^ 
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27 MAY 1 21988 










CONDUCTING AN INVESTIGATION‘AT THE REQUEST OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE INTO THE UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE TO THE MEDIA OF THE 
MEMORANDUM DATED 5/14/86, WRITTEN BY OF THE 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, MIAMI, FLORIDA. THIS MEMO 
SUMMERIZES INFORMATION THE MIAMI DIVISION OF THE U.S. ATTORNEY’S 
OFFICE HAS GATHERED CONCERNING 

REGARDING THE A LIMITED INQUIRY 

INTO THIS MATTER HAS ALREADY BEEN CONDUCTED BY THE U.S. DOJ, 
OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (OPR). DOJ/OPR HAS 
CONDUCTED A NUMBER OF INTERVIEWS, HOWEVER, THERE IS NO WRITTEN 
RECORD OF THE DOJ/OPR INVESTIGATION OTHER THAN A PILE OF 
HANDWRITTEN NOTES. 

THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS NEED TO BE INTERVIEWED AT MIAMI: 

THE MEMO; WHO 

SENT A COPY OF THE MEMO TO DOJ IN WASHINGTON, Q.C., ANdI 

WHO FIELDED CALLS PROM THE MEDIA AFTER THE MEMO WAS 
LEAKED TO THE MEDIA. ALSO ALLEGEDLY WAS TOLD BY A 

REPORTER FOR THE "SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER" THAT HE RECEIVED A COPY 
OF THE MEMO FROM _SENATE 


b6 

:b7C 


bo 

b7C 


FOREIGN RELATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE. 









NKNN 















1 


9 



ARISE AS TO THE APPLICABILITY OF THE INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES 
PROTECTION ACT (IIPA) TO THIS TRANSMITTAL BY I ITO 


WFO NOTES THAT THE IIPA, 50 U.S.C. SECTION 421 PROHIBITS THE 
DISCLOSING OF INFORMATION IDENTIFYING COVERT AGENTS ”TO ANY 
INDIVIDUAL NOT AUTHORIZED TO RECEIVE CLASSIFIED INFORMATION". AS 



INQUIRE LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION FOR ITS OPINION, AND PROVIDE WFO 
WITH AN OPINION AS TO WHETHER OR NOt | |cOULD BE 

PROSECUTED UNDER IIPA ASSUMING THAt | 

CLASSIFIED INFORMATION To| IwHILE 


DID IN FACT GIVE 


HELD A "TOP 


SECRET" SECURITY CLEARANCE. 

C BY GjfS; ON OADR. 

BT 

#0023 


^ 3 ; 


:b6 

:b7C 


bo 

b7C 


bb 

b7C 


mm 

— > 


i 
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209 


NOVEMBER bi nfl? 


S E C B^E T 




ROUTINE 


FM OIRECTOR-i FBI 

TO FBI liIASHINfiTON FIELD OFFICE (lilFO) (SM3-3) /ROUTINE 


s e^Xe T . 

UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE O.IL ,CLA-S-SI£IED_INF 0RMATION IN THE 
APRIL m-1 ■.15fl ,7--i EDITION OF TH^ ^^^ ^LLAGE VOICE-." EN TITLED "CONTRA 
C OVER-UP CONFIRM.ED!!-B,Y, M URRAY UAASi INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES 
PROTECTION ACT (IIPA)i 00 UFO 

THIS COMMUNICATION IS CLASSIFIED ",S^ET" IN ITS ENTIRETY. 
REFERENCE BUREAU TELETYPE TO UFO DATED OCTOBER S3-, nfl?-, AND 


FBIH(3 TELCAL TO SSA 



UFO-, NOVEMBER nfl7. 


THIS COMMUNICATION CONFIRMS FBIH(3 AUTHORITY GRANTED IN 
REFERENCED TELCAL AUTHORIZING UASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE CASE AGENTS 
TO AFFORD I 

THE OPPORTUNITY TO TAKE A POLYGRAPH EXAMINATION REGARDING HIS 
POSSIBLE PARTICIPATION IN THE LEAK OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 
DISCLOSED IN CAPTIONED ARTICLE. 





ML:PSJ (M) 
^3 b6 

—I :b7( 


DEGLAfiSIPlEDBY >K 

cs a 

^ 39! 


ll/b/fl? SSDD MtiSD 


SEE NOTE PAGE THREE 
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19 77 ) 




CiPASTMIMT CF JUSTtCC 
rSFRAl DUnEAU OF INVFST[®ATEON 
COAt'fAUNCCATOJJ A'lFWACS rOFiM 


CONTINUATtON SMCSf 




wro SHOULD NOTE THAT THIS QUESTION MAY BE POSED TO 


18 


16 


14 


12 


10 


ONLY AFTER HAVING SECURED THE CONCURRENCE OF THE 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE- 

DUE TO THE SENSITIVE NATURE OF THIS INVESTIGATION UFO IS 
RE(3UESTED TO CONTINUE ITS EXCELLENT REPORTING OF INTERVIEUS AS 
THEY OCCUR. 

‘'N: OADR. 


BT 

I 


C BY DEg^N 


be 

b7C 


J?- 

S- 


n 

I*—•) 


f n3/c 





• • 


SE^ET 


NOTE: THIS COtlMUNICATION AUTHORIZES UFO TO REtJOESTI 
TO TAKE A P0LY6RAPH EXAMINATION CONCERNING THE LEAK OF CLASSIF 
INFORMATION. BY MEMORANDUM DATED SEPTEMBER 3-i nfl7i ASSISTANT 
DIRECTOR CLARKE AUTHORIZED THIS INVESTIGATIVE TECHNMUE. 



T 


3 






Memorandum 







To 


From 



Date .11/3/87' be 

' :b7C 


Exec AD Adm» 
Exec AD Inv. _ 
Exec AD LES . 
Aist. Dir.: 
Adm. Serve. . 

Crim. Inv._ 

Idont._ 

Insp._ 

Intel!._ 

Lob._ 


Subject : 


UMa iTOHORIZED DI SCLOSIIE^ OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 
JQLJIHE APRIL 14. 1987, EDITION OF THE^^LLAGE VOICE," 
J^TTXTLEDr"COi^^n30VER'^UP CONFIRMED" BY MaRR^P^^T*"" 
INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 

00: WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (WFO) 




Legal Coun. _ 
Off. Cong. & 
Public Affs. 

.Rec. Mgnt._ 

Tech. Serve. — 

Training_ 

Telephone Rm* _ 
Director'e Soc*y , 


PURPOSE!_To reopea-h Assn R-t-.ant-. Di-rAf-bn-r an-HVirt-ri biy ■Hr> a-r.y^-i>r»a/--h 


wasnincmon. u-c::., anri 

I _I Miami,' jbiuriua, ana orrer znm o^^ortiinity 'to 

take a polygraph examination regarding allegations that one and/or 
the other may have been responsible for captioned leak. 

RECOMMENDATION t That Assiabant Di-r^antrv-r authority be granted for 


b6 

:b7C 


WFO Case Agents to afford 
opporttmity to take a polygraph examination. 


Jand [ 


]the 



APPROVED: 


Director 


Exec AD-Adm, 
Gxeo. AD-lnv, _ 
Exec. AD-LES 


. Inspsctiop 

. Inteil__ 

. Laboratory 
. Legal Coun. 



Adm. Serve. 
Crim. Inv. 
Went. 


-rOff. of Cong. 

& Public Affs.. 
Off ofLia. 

_& Infl Affs. _ 

Rec Mgmt_ 

Tech. Servs. . 
Training _ 




DETAILS : The current focus of the FBI and Department of Justice 
(DOJ)/Office of Professional Responsibility (OPR) investigation 

1 ncr “hVlfa npirl" T 1 -i'nTrcicd-T 



b6 

b7C 


According to Murray Waas,. who authored the article.therein the 
identities of two Central Intelligence Ag^ cy employees were 
disclosed. received the .c—- 


:,artigie »from 



g:dad (10) 


32 JUN6 



fJOV 10 1937 



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
DATE y- BY 



FBI/DOJ 









i 


Memorandim from|_|to Mr. Clarke 

RE: UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 

IN THE APRIL 14, 1987, EDITION OF THE "VILLAGE VOICE," 
ENTITLED "CONTRA COVER-UP CONFIRMED" BY MURRAY WAAS; 
INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 

00: WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (WFO) 


-second focus of this investigation is centered on 

_ _I as a resul± of information provided by DOJ/OPR, which 

indicates that ] | "has no credibility, and leaked infomiation 

concerning the I jran-Conty a Affair to a Federal Public Defender." 

It is known thatl I had access to the unlocked files o:^ 

~~~| Miami, Florida, who authored the memorandxim from 
which all of the disclosed information was obtained. 

In anticipation of an interview of| ~lbv W FO 

Special Agents during -fe e week of November 2, 1987, 1 I 

I OPR/DOJ, was contantpf^ nn Octob er 21, 
gf garaing a to afforc and| | 

I a polygraph examina tion as xz reiaues ro rnis - 

investigation. Mr. I I advised that absent any major 

objections from the Attorney General, this opportunity should be 
afforded to both. 


2 
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FORMS.TEXT HAS 1 DOCUMENT 


INBOX.21 (#7922) 


^rEXT: 

^j^o^ewFooos 

1 ^' 00 HQ 


DE WF #0005 3490028 



f L HUREAU 
OF IKVtSTlGATiOM 



- 

CU uJ'n .1 

tnt a::a__ 

Tctep'Sjae !>'*'« - 
Q'racter’3 Ci'c'V ■ 


ZNY SSSSS 
0 150028Z DEC 87 

FM FBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (243-3) (P) (C-3) 


TO DIRECTOR. FBI IMMEDIATE 


SEiCj^T 

ATTENTltJ^Js 



TERRORISM SECTION 


UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE iDF CLASSIFIED INFORMATIGN^IN^IHE .APRIL 
14. 1987. EDITION ciF^#^TLui^"w7cE“. ENTITLED'-'CONTRA COVER- 


^ CONFIRMED” BY MU RRAY WAAS-. INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION 
ACT (IIPA)s 00sWFO. 

-Afcb. MARKINGS. NOTATIONS AND ITEMS OF INFORMATION CONTAINED , 
IN THIS COMMUNICATION ARE,.0i?^FIED "Sgcfe'" UNLE.SS^ OTHER WISE'— 


NOTED. 


“Sgcfe'" UNLE.SS^OTHERWIS 


reference DECEMER 14, 1987 TELCALL FROM WFO TO 


h DEC 29 W 


E7JUN9 sm 


-^ 
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E C BXE T 


WHEN . 


ASKED WHEN HE FIRST SAW THE 


COSTA I MEMO. 


STATED 


THAT HE DID NOT RECALL, AND HE WOULD NOT DISCUSS THE ISSUE AS 
ANYTHING HE DID CONCERNING THE MEMO WOULD FALL UNDER THEL SCOPE OF 
CONGRESSIONAL PRIVILEGE. 


SAID THAT CONGRESS HAD MANY 


PROBLEMS GETTING INFORMATION FROM DOJ AND THERE ARE SOME PEOPLE 



SENDER OF THE MEMO. REFUSING TO COMMENT ON HIS SOURCES.. 
DID NOT DENY THAT HIS SOURCE WAS A DOJ EMPLOYEE.. 


ALSO 


STATED THAT HE CONSIDERS HIS SOURCE TO BE THE EQUIVALENT OF A 
WHISTLEBLOWER. 


DOES NOT RECALL TELLING THE NATIONAL LAW 


JOURNAL THAT HE RECEIVED THE MEMO FROM ADMINISTRATION SOURCES., 
HE STATED THAT HIS SOURCE TOLD HIM THAT_THE_MEMO WAS NOT_ . 
CLASSIFIED AND HAD NO NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION ^ 


be 

:b7C 


be 

b7C 


CONTAINED WITHIN 
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ADMITTED PASSING THE MEMO ON TO HIS SUPERIOR, TO 


INNCLUDE BOTH MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AND STAFF. 


WHEN ASKED IF HE GAVE A COPY OF THE MEMO TO I THE MEDI(\, 


_[STATED THAT HE WOULD RATHER NOT COMMENT. DISTRIBUTING 

COPIES WOULD BE INCLUDED AS PART OF HIS ROLE OF WORKING .FOR . 


CONGRESS AND HE WOULD NOT COMMENT ON THIS, WHEN CONFRONTED WITH 


THE STATEMENTS OF 


SOURCE or THE LEAK, 


and | I concerni ng[ 


REFUSED COMMENT. 


I BEING THE.. 
Idenied 


HAVING ANY KNOWLEDGE OF THE MINI MASS-MAILING. 


STATED THAT BEFORE HE WOULD DIVULGE THE SOURCE OF 
THE MEMO. OR TELL TO WHOM HE PASSED THE MEMO. >IE WOULD NEED TO 


SEE A SENATE RESOLUTION WAIVING THE CONGRESSIONAL PRIVILEGE. 


WFO INTENDS TO EXPEDITIOUSLY INTERVIE 



FORMER 


AFTER THIS. WFO WILL CONSULT WITH 


FBI HQ REGARDING DOJ/OPR''S INQUIRY INTO 


ADMINISTRATIVE: 


IT IS NOTED THAT DURING THE INTERVIEW. 



WAS RATHER 


NERVOUS. WHEN 


WAS CONFRONTED WITH THE ALLEGATION THAT 


HE LEAKED THE MEMO TO THE MEDIA. HE APPEARED TO REACT .IN A 
NERVOUS FASHION. HE DID NOT DENY LEAKING THE .MEMO. BUT .INSTEAD 


/ 
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cjf 


E T 



SAID NO COMMENT, IN CONTRAST TO COMING ,OUT._ WITfci A MATTER OF FACT 
DENIAL CONCERNING HAVING KNOWLEDGE OF THEE MINI-MEMO MAILING, 

I ALSO ADVISED THAT HE DID NOT THINK THAT THERE WAS A 
PROSECUTADLE VIOLATION OF THE LAWS BECAUSE NO ONE KNOWINGLY 
DISCLOSED CLASSIFIED INFORMATION SINCE IT. WAS THOUGHT THAT JHE 


MEMO WAS NOT CLASSIFIED 
SECri^T 
BT 


^ CLASSIFIED^^^G-3: DECL-ASS'^IED .ONs OADR, 


#0005 


mm 













llMAHTHORIZEn DI SCLOSURE OF CLA|SiaEJ,..BJ£amAJ40N-4>^^^^^ 

APRIL lA* 1QR7 EHITinM QF THE^ILLAFE VOICE" FMTITLF. n " COMTRA 
COVER-lIP CnMFIRMFJiL^BY MURRAY WAAS; INTFLLIGEMCE inFMTITIES 


PPOTECTIOM ACT (IIPA); oOjWFO 


THfS'^fWE 


RE IP-IA- 


OM 12-lA-87j 


^ACOr'il^DNICATIOM CXAS^IEP 

RZWFO TELETYPF TO THE ^ 


'■/AS fMTERVIEWFn RY WFO. 








27JUt^8 1988 












AS THIS WAS MOT SOMETHIMR HE PERSONALLY RECAFIE IMVOLVEH IN. HE 
DOES MOT HAV E ANY KNO WLEDGE OF HOW | I aCQIIIRED TH E MEMO A MD 

ADVISED that ! HAD WAMY CONTACTS IM DOJj ALTHQilGf ] 

I WAS THe | 

I ADVISED THAT THERE WERE NO RESTRICTIONS ON STAFF 
TALKING TO THE PRESSj AND I^OST STAFFERS RE CEIVED NANY TELEPHONE 
CALLS FROM THE MEDIA E'^FRYDAY. | | dID SPECULATE THAT 

[ MORE LIKELY TO HAVE CONTACT WITH THE "WASHINGTON 
TIMES" RATHER THAN THE "VILLAGE VOICE" ON THE "SAN FRANCISCO 


EXAMINER" DUE TO THEIR POLITICAL/IDEALORICAL ORIENTATION. 


SECRET C RY DECL O^ADR 


mss 










lNT.0X.15 (#8903) 


r\ft*'ZCZCWF0012 


RR HQ 


riE WF #0012 2721922 


RECEIVED 

teletype unit 


3QSep8? On 3 


H .* tin'F/ns 
0F iivVLST!6AT(GN 


R 29i922Z SEPT87 


FM FBI WASHINGJOtTFIELD OFFICE (243--3) (P) ;C-3) 


TO ( ACT I MG'' DI RECOXiRT^B I 


ATTN3 SSA 


ROUTINE 


TERRORISM SECTION 



UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION IN THE 4/14/87 


EDITION OF THE »^ILLAGE VOICE” ENTITLED. “CONTRA COVER-UF 
CONFIRMED” BY MURRAY WAAS; INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT 


(IIPA)? 00sWFO. 

Tii«-S'“»ff44iitE COMMUNICATION “SEp^T 

RE 9/14/87 AIRTEL FROM THE BUREAU TO WFO. ^ / ! 




FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE BUREAU, ON 9/29/87'WFO CASE AGENT 


AMD SA 


MET WITH 


OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (DPR). U.S. 




“ Ml 



',>7 


1 ^ 


CxecAOAtim— 

fixecAOInv JL 

Excc^D tES_ 

Asst Ofr.: 

AdTi Sei^jXr 
Crim 

lisp__ 

t?Ael\ ___ 
Lab 

Legal Coun_ 

Ott Ceng A 

Public Atfs_ 

Roc MgnJ — 
^Gch Cerva 

Traxing_ 

LtcccnA 

I :t Ara__ 

'^zizT c Ccc y 
















DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (DOd), 

_I ADVISED THE AGENTS THAT THE "LEAKED’’ DOCUMENT 

WHICH THE INQUIRY WAS TO FOCUS ON WAS A PROSECUTORIAL MEMORANDUM 
DATED 14 MAY 1986 

_ TWO POTENTIAL 

SUBJECTS WHO HAVE EMERGED FROM THE DOJ/OPR INQUIRY ARE 


_REITERATED THE FACT THAT THIS IS A CRIMINAL 

INVESTIGATION, AND -URTHER ADVISED THAT SHOULD THE 

NEED ARISE, A FEDERAL GRAND JURY WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE. 

ADVISED THAT DUE TO THE NATURE OF THIS PARTICULAR 
INVESTIGATION, ALL INVESTIGATIVE STEPS MUST BE METHODICALLY AND 
SYSTEMATICALLY PRE-PLANNED. DOJ/OPR WILL BE 

THE DCtJ CONTACT PERSON FOR THE WFO CASE AGENT. DOJ/OPR WILL 
HANDLE THE INVESTIGATION RATHER THAN DOJ CRIMINAL DIVISION 
INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION. 


THERE ARE NO WRITTEN REPORTS OF ANY INTERVIEWS CONDUCTED BY 










\ 
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DOJ/OPR, THE INDIVIDUAL WITH THE HOST KNOWLEDGE OF THE DOJ/OPR 
INQUIRY is | I WHO WILL NOT RETURN TO WASHINGTON. D.C. 
UNTIL LATE FRIDAY. OCT. 2. 1987. AT THIS TIME WFO WIlL CONTACT 

TO REVIEW THE DOJ/OPR INQUIRY. WFO WILL ENSURE THAT ALL 


INVESTIGATION IS CONDUCTED IN CONSULTATION WITH. DOJ/OPR AND 
FBIHQ WILL BE KEPT INFORMED OF PERTINENT DEVELOPMENTS. 

C BY ^3. DEip^ON OADR. 

BT 


. #0012 


be 

b7C 
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J'u ‘ * 

. iiUi'.EAH.- 

oViKVcSTlGATlOM 


TEXTY DOES NOT EXIST 
CANNOT FIND THE FORM 

INBOX.11 (#6355) 

TO: HQl @ EMHl 

FROM: WFO @ EMHl 

SUBJECT: 289/0024 PRIORITY 

DATE: 16 OCT 87 19:15:38 GMT 

TEX^T"f°^ 

VZ^C)ffFO024 

PP HQ 

DE WF #0024 2891904 
ZNY SSSSS 
P 161904Z OCT 87 

FM FBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (243-3)(P)(C-3) 

TO ACTING DIRECTOR, FBI PRIORITY 

1 

TERRORISM SECTION 



be 

b7C 


ATTN: SS21 

BT 

SEC 


E T 



U NAUTH ORIZEDpfi j&SCLO SU RE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATIO N IN THE 4/ 13/87^"^"-* 

vnTCF'V_RM3 ^T-LE^--»~JiCD.N-TR A. COVER-UP CONFIRM ED "12 OCT 27 1987 
B Y MURRAY WAAS; INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 

00:WFO. 

TilIS -* E ' LJTIH - E COMMUNICATION IS CLAJS^^ED "SEC^T". 

RE 10/9/87 TT FROM WFO TO THE BUREAU. 

ON 10/13/87 TO 10/15/87 WFO SA'S TRAVELED TO MIAMI TO 


CONDUCT INTERVIEWS AS SET FORTH IN REFERENCED TT. THE FOLLOWING 
IS A SUMMARY OF THE INTERVIEWS CONDUCTED. 

WAS INTERVIEWED AND ADVISED 


be 

:b7C 


9 7 Jfjfif 
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THAT IN APRIL, 1986, AFTER 


RETURNED FROM 


COSTA RICA, 


INSTRUCTEI 


TO PREPARE A MEMO 


SUMMARIZING HIS INVESTIGATION. THIS MEMO WAS WRITTEN AND REVISED 
SEVERAL TIMES. THE FINAL DRAFT, DATED 5/14/86, WAS THEN SENT TO 


DATED 6/3/86. 


SENT THE MEMO TO 


BY COVER LETTER 


BECAUSE 


HAD PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO THE INVESTIGATION AS THE 
INVESTIGATION PERTAINED IN PART TO ALLEGATIONS OF THE ATTEMPTED 
ASSASSINATION OF A U.S. AMBASSADOR. SHORTLY AFTER THE MEMO WAS 
SENT TO DOJ IN WASHINGTON, D.C., ITS CONTENTS WERE LEAKED TO THE 


MEDIA, specifically! 


OF THE "WASHINGTON TIMES". 


_|DID NOT HAVE ANY PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE OF THE LEAK TO THE 

MEDIA, AND RECEIVED ALL HIS KNOWLEDGE FROM HIS STAFF. 

WAS INTERVIEWED AS SHE 


HAD ACCESS TO THE FINAL VERSION OF THE MEMO. 


ADVISED THAT 


SHE WOULD HAVE TYPED THE COVER LETTER, BUT SHE HAS NO INDEPENDENT 


RECOLLECTION OF THE MEMO. 


JAS INTERVIEWED ON 10/14/87. 


ADVISED THAT SOON AFTER THE MEMO WAS SENT TO WASHINGTON, 

SEC RrE T 
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D.C. ON 6/3/87, SHE RECEIVED A CALL FROM 


{ 


OF THE 


"WASHINGTON TIMES" WHO TOLD HER ABOUT THE MEMO AND THAT HE HAD A 
CONTACT ON THE "HILL". TWO OR THREE OTHER REPORTERS ALSO CALLED 
HER CONCERNING THE MEMO. THIS LEAK SHE REFERS TO AS THE FIRST 
LEAK. IN 1987 THERE APPEARED LEAK #2. SHE RECEIVED TWO CALLS IN 
ONE DAY, ONE FROM THE "CHICAGO TRIBUNE" AND ONE FROm| 

OF DOJ. 


FROM 


MEMO. AFTER TALKING TO 


CALLED AND TOLD HER THAT HE HAD RECEIVED A CALL 
OF THE "VILLAGE VOICE" WHO HAD A COPY OF THE 

TO A REPORTER FOR 


THE "CHICAGO TRIBUNE". THIS REPORTER MADE IT PLAIN THAT HE HAD 
AN ACTUAL COPY OF THE MEMO AS HE REFERRED TO THE DISCREPANCY IN 

Iback and 


INITIALS. 


SAID THAT 


THERE HAD BEEN A MINI MASS MAILING OF THE MEMO IN PLAIN BROWN 
ENVELOPES. 

' ' 'of DOJ/OPR, BUT DOES 


RECALLS TALKING TO 


NOT RECALL TELLINc f I THAT SHE TALKED TO 


OF THE "SAN 


FRANCISCO EXAMINER" AND THAT 


TOLD HER THAT HE RECEIVED 


THE MEMO FROM 


DOES NOT DENY THAT SHE TOLD THIS 


Td 


BUT RATHER DOES NOT RECALL MAKING THE STATEMENT. 

SECRET 




be 

b7C 


■bo 

b7C 


be 

b7C 
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SPECULATED THAT THE FIRST LEAK CAME FROM WASHINGTON, 
D.C. BELIEVES THAT THE TIMING OF THE SENDING OF THE MEMO 

TO D.C. FOLLOWED BY THE LEAK TO A WASHINGTON REPORTER SHORTLY 
THEREAFTER SHOWS THAT THE LEAK WAS IN D.C. 

_ BELIEVES THAT THE SECOND LEAK CAME FROM 

OF THE MIAMI OFFICE OF THE U.S. ATTORNEY. HAS NO 

CREDIBILITY, AND LEAKED INFORMATION CONCERNING THE IRAN-CONTRA 


AFFAIR TO A FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER, 


WHO WAS VERY 


CLOSE T( 


FIRST CAME UP WITH THE STORY 


ON THE ANOTHER LEAK CONCERNING THE ALLEGED DIRECTIVE TO 


TO SLOW DOWN THE INVESTIGATION, ANIl_[BELIEVES THAT HE MAY 

HAVE COME UP WITH THIS STORY THE SAME WAY. IT IS NOTED THAT 

LEAK IN THIS CASE, 

N A' NUMBER OF 

DIFFERENT MATTERS. 



WAS ALSO INTERVIEWED. 


PROVIDED THE 


DATES OF ALL THE DRAFTS, BUT HAD NO PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE OF THE 


LEAK. 

Tc| 


FELT THAT 


WAS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE LEAK DUE 
AND HIS DESIRE TO 
SEC Rl^E T 


T 
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"GET BACK" AT THE OFFICE. 


J(^ 


\ _I WAS INTERVIEWED AS HE MADE REVISIONS 

TOTHE DRAFTS OF THE MEMO AND HAD A COPY OF THE MEMO. _HAE 

NO PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE OF THE LEAK. 

] wAS INTERVIEWED AS HE HAD ACCESS TO 
THE FINAL DRAFT OF THE MEMO AND FIELDED SOME CALLS FROM THE 


MEDIA. 


HAD NO PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE OF THE LEAK. 



WFO PROPOSES TO INTERVIEW 


WHO RECEIVED THE MEMO IN D.C. INFORMATION DEVELOPED 
BY DOJ/OPR REFLECTS THAT THE MEMO THEN WENT TO DOJ OFFICE OF 


LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS (OLA) TO 


WFO WILL 


INTERVIEW 


AFTER 


AND CONTINUE TO LOGICALLY FOLLOW 


THE WASHINGTON ROUTE THE MEMO FOLLOWED. WFO WILL ALSO INTERVIEW 

_ OF DOJ TO DETERMINE WHAT HE WAS TOLD BY THE VARIOUS 

MEDIA PEOPLE AND CONFIRM THAT THE PLAIN BROWN ENVELOPES BORE D.C. 
POSTMARKS. AFTER THESE INTERVIEWS, WFO WILL CONSULT WITH FBIHQ 
AND DOJ/OPR BEFORE CONDUCTING INTERVIEWS OF 


AS SET FORTH ABOVE, ALLEGATIONS HAVE BEEN RAISED IN MIAMI 


S E C E T 


/ 
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t 


TRANSMIT VIA; 

□ Teletype 

□ Facsimile 

^ AII - ITEL --- 


FBI 

PRECEDENCE: 

□ Immediate 

□ Priority 

□ Routine 


♦ 
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CLASSIFICATION; 

□ TOP SECRET 
SECRET 
CONFIDENTIAL 
UNCLAS E F T O 
UNCLAS 

Date 1 n/R/s.7_ 


□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 


% ^ 


TO: 


FROM: 


E T 


PNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF 
LASSIFIED INFORMATIOM-^N THE 
4/14/81 EDITION OF THE JLv€IJLACE-AFe^^ 

ENTITLED, "CONTRA COVER-UP CONFIRMED" 

BY MUR^Y WAAS; 

INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT| (IIPA); 

D0:WF0! I 

' ' { 

j Thio cr rr t -Maa communication isj classified ". SEG - REW ?" ♦ 

' ' i 

' Re 9/14/87 airtel to WFO frqm the Bureau. 

i I 

I Enclosed for the Bureau is one (1) copy of a m^6^a^^ 
k/14/86 entitled/ "Costa I". ’( 


ACTING DIRECTOR. FBI 
ATTN: 


TERRORISM SECTION 

I 


/ 


SAC, WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE ( 243-3 ),(P)(C-3 ) 


SEC 




be 

:b7C 


On 10/2/87, 


DOJ/OPR 


jjrovided a copy of the "leaked" 21 pag!e memo dated 5/14/86 
(jntitled, "Costa I". A copy of this m'emo'is' dhclosed for .the 
■ of the Bureau. /T f/\'^ /\ • \ \j 

(yy'Jj " 'a — I \ 

FBIHQ is requested to coordi nate this invest igation 
|rith the Office of Independent Counsellf 


WFO 


l)elieves that the Independent Counsel jis already aware of the 
existence of this investigation, and FiBIHQ is requested to.-.—,, 
maintain liaison with the Independent 'Counsel during the course 
of this investigation in order to ensiire that all parties 
;ept apprised of all relevant information on a timely basis. 

S E C/^ E t 
CLASSIFmi BY: > 

I^I^QBureau (Enc. l)l^iwi-UoLI 
2-Washington FielS Office 
^;WM:tlg 

Approved: 


h6 

hlC 













UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION IN THE 4/14/37, 

EDITION OF Tillage voice" entitle "contra cover-up confirmed" by 


MURRAY HAAS; INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 


00:WF0 


THIS COMMUNICATION IF^LASSIFIED "SElTRET" 


ns Tis nrr 


OK 10/26/8 7, ViFO SA' S INTERVIEV/ED 


_I CRIMINAL Division, ^ 

ADVISED THAT IN THE SPRING OF ^986, HE HAD BEEN IN ^ _ 


CONTACT KITH MIAMI U.S. ATTORNEY 


CONCERNINC MIAMI■ 
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ON 6/4/8 7,1 


RECEIVED A COPY OF THE 


COSTA I .MEMO FROM 


FILE 


INDICATES THAT COPY OF THE MEMO MAS HAND CARRIED TO 


OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS (OLA) ON 6/13/86. THIS MOULD NOT 
HAVE BEEN A ROUTINE DISSEMINATION BUT RATHER WOULD HAVE BEEN SENT 
AS A RESULT OF A REQUEST FROM OLA. 

DOES NOT HAVE ANY PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE OF VJHO "LEAKED" 


THE MEMO. HE HAS TALKED TO MURRAY WAAS OF THE "VILLAGE VOICE" ON 

I WAS 



HAS TOLD 


THAT 



THF LEAK OF THE MEMO. 

INVESTIGATION AT WFO IS CONTINUING, AND 


IS SCHEDULED TO BE INTERVIEWED ON 10/28/87. 


CLASSIFIED BY; ..j3«!^^DECLAS_S_p:YiON: OADR 


I 


I 


SECRET 


BT 

(r0024 
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'SRC*p, 


-INBOX..'10 (#'8453) 


:;-'tEXT: 


>^;^E(^ZCWFO01 4 

;HQ ;■ -: 

WF ’#0 014 2 9 61817 


. ZNY .SSSSS 


r 231817Z OCT 87 


R£- 2 EiVED 
TtlETYPE 
■ - UNIT . 







lAM. 1) 


.iUSTICE 



EEiBeA6(iiV-:^£^;' 
1: A^t. OiT^i i 
Crirn. 

tnsD.^ 2""^ f 

. I 

Lab. _' }■ 

, I 

OU: CcnQ:/ii\ j 

: PiJJjiicVji:;: _ | 

Rcc.fi-^i^r::. | 

TGch. Ssrvp . I 

I Trainino ,' j 

Off. Uciccn a "" I . 

I <at. Affa. ,, I 

T’a'spbbne Rni. I 

Directors SqcV I 


)te^3-)r‘-r.«.i... 


, FIELD OFFICE (243-3) (P);fi(.C;^3,)|£i^ 

-^i^'O^TSe^SG^ I RECTOR, FBI PRIORITY " ' 


A'TT.N:. 


S E C .X- E T 


i? ERROR ISM SECTION.' 


UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOS-URE OF. Cl 




E>rv.i:r 


:" ENTITLED, "CONTRA COVER^t 



■BY MURRAY. WAAS: INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION A.CT (I TPA) ; 


00:WFO. 


COMMUNICATION IS CLAa^FIED 


la^l;^fied "SEg^T". 


RET|0Y22/87 TELCALL FROM 
ON 10/20/8 7., 


To,WFO.. 


, .'be 

' b7C 


OFFICE OF 


PUBLIC AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, WAS INTERVIEWED. THE 
RESULTS OF. this'; INTERVIEW ARE SUMMARIZED AS FOLLOWS: 

I " j*-" t ' s'';./.. s-.-s'.;'.;. 

FIRST FOUMD OUT ABOUT THE "LEAKED" MEMO' WHEN HE WAS ■f'' 

E cJkAE T^-‘ 5© lCV 4 1387 « 



■•. 7 ».', ^ ■ J-C’ 




: ■ -.v.; 

• TT fT, ir<>. 'c-V^T's'■■ ■■ ■ . '. ■ • 


.' ^yi e:'-yAiyr^y<rr-y- / 


.ci^ 


■:^i >■ ••• “-rvr :y'-> ■^.:.7.'.- 7-- 4V* ■ . ;■: 
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'contacted on 3/24/87 BY 




OF the "VILL'AGE voice", who 


.¥^-i,/,,v:b7c 


'• -j ^■\ 


INDIGATED THAT- THE MEMO WAS IN THE HANDS OF THE MEDIA. BEFORE 


THE article was- PUBLISHED 




INQUIRED OF 


:f he could 


use the names, of, the. SOURCES IN THE MEMO. 


CONVERSATION WIT 


H 6l 


ON 4/9/87 


INDICATED 


THAT the LEAK WAS FROf 


ON 4/30/87, THE SAME DAY THAH 


OF MIAMI 


allegedly told 


OF DOJ/OPR THAT 


OF THE "SAN 


FRANCISCO EXAMINER" TOLD HER THAT HE HAD BEEN GIVEN ,A COPY OF THE 


MEMO BY 


reflect THAT 


TALKED TO 


TALKED TO HIM ABOUT 


lOTES 


OF THE "S.F. 


EXAMINER", AND ALSO IN 


30TES IS THE NOTATION THAT 


HAD THE MEMO- IN 6/86. 




b 6 
b7C 


ON 5/5/87, 


TALKED TO 


WHO ASKED 


;OT A COPY OF THE MEMO IN THE SUMMER OF 86. 


ALSO 


WANTED TO KNOW IF ANYONE IN OLA HAD COMMUNICATIONS WITI 


ALSO ADVISED THAT ON 4/11/87 


OF THE 



TOLD 


THAT HE HAD A COPY OF THE MEMO IN 


SEC 












INBOX.5 (#10226) 


TEXT: 



g^0^FO065 


SSP 

CliASS, 

SRC’D, 

SER 

BBC 


^ I OnV- 



H 

La** 


FS . 

. -‘v 


hoi: 



DE WF #0065 3022352 
ZNY ^SSSS 
P 2y92352Z OCT 87 

Fm/fBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (243-3) (P) (C-3) 

TO ACTING DIRECTOR FBI PRIORITY 
BfP 
S 


E C 
A' CON: 




TERRORISM SECTION 


n NAnTHORTZED DISCLOSURE. OF CL AS S.1FJ EP--1NFORMATI ON IN THE 



APRIL 14, 1987 EDITION OF "VILLAGE VOICE," ENTITLED, "C_ONTRA 
COVER-OP CONFIRMED," BY MURRAY WAAS; INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES 

PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 00:WASHINGTON FIELD. ^ 

Tai5..JU!J^iR© COMMUNICATION IS ^^CLA^^FIED "SE^^T." ^ ^j 

ON OCTOBER 28, 1987, WASHINGTON FIELD SPECIAL AGENTS 
INTERVIEWED 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


ADVISED THAT HE DOES NOT RECALL EVER SEEING THE 


COSTA I MEMO AND KNOWS NOTHING OF THE LEAK OF THE MEMO. 

SEC T 



‘l7IV0V 9 1987 













HANDLED 
ONE WHO 

WOULD BE MOST KNOWLEDGEABLE ABOUT THE MATTER. 



CONTACT POINT ON THE SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE.!_jADVISED THAT 

THE MEMO WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN AUTHORIZED FOR RELEASE TO THE 


SUBCOMMITTEE. |_[FURTHER ADVISED THAT IN THE TWO YEARS THAT 

HE HAS KNOWIS_ HE HAS NEVER KNOWN | | tO MAKE ANY 

UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURES TO THE HILL OR THE MEDIA. 

SPECULATED THAT THE LEAK MAY HAVE COME OUT OF THE 
CRIMINAL DIVISION, AS IN HIS EXPERIENCE, MOST OF THE LEAKS THAT 



COME OUT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE COME OUT OF THE CRIMINAL 


DIVISION. 

ONE OTHER PERSON IN OLA WHO MAY HAVE KNOWLEDGE OF THIS 



bo 

hlC 


bo 

b7C 
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WASHINGTON FIELD PROPOSES TO CONTINUE THIS INVESTIGATION IN 
THE FOLLOWING ORDER: 

AFTER CONSULTING WITH DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE/OFFICE OF 
PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (DOJ/OPR) AND SECURING APPROVAL TO 
POLYGRAPH, WASHINGTON FIELD WILL INTERVIEw[ 

ifI 


REFUSES TO COOPERATE OR 


BE POLYGRAPHED, WASHINGTON FIELD WILL RECOMMEND TO THE BUREAU 
THAT THEY REQUEST DOJ/OPR TO INSTITUTE AN ADMINISTRATIVE 

TO TAKE A POLYGRAPH. 


PROCEEDING AND COMPElJ 


AFTER INTERVIEWING 


INTERVIEW 


WASHINGTON FIELD WOULD LIKE TO 

AND 


IF 


THE BUREAU CONCURS, IT IS REQUESTED THAT THE BUREAU OBTAIN THE 
PREREQUISITE AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT THESE INTERVIEWS. THE PURPOSE 
OF THE INTERVIEWS IS TO HAVE I 


CONFIRM THE STATEMENTS 


THEY HAVE ALREADY MADE TO DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE EMPLOYEES THAT 
IS THE SOURCE OF THE LEAK OF THE MEMO TO THE MEDIA. 


AFTER THE ABOVE INTERVIEWS, WASHINGTON FIELD PROPOSES TO 


INTERVIEW 
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WASHINGTON FIELD WOULD LIKE TO HOLD IN ABEYANCE ALL 
INTERVIEWS OF 


OR 


ANY OTHER INVESTIGATION IN MIAMI UNTIL THE ABOVE INVESTIGATION IN 
WASHINGTON, D. C., IS COMPLETE. THE MIAMI ASPECT HAS MANY 


PERIPHERAL PROBLEMS AND WASHINGTON FIELD DOES NOT WANT THESE 
PROBLEMS TO INTERFERE WITH THE REST OF THE INVESTIGATION. 

C BY G-^i^DE^^ OAp^. 
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OCTOBER 23-, llfi? 


SEC 


ROUTINE 


FM ACTING PIRECTOR-i FBI 

TO FBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (WFO) (SH3-3) (C-3) ROUTINE 


/ S E C R4E T 




UNAUTHO RIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSI FIE D INF ORMATIO N IN T HE 
APRI ^IMt igfl _7_i__ g>ITION of THE~"^LLA6E VOICE" EN T ITLED "CON TRA 
COVER-UP CO NFIRMED" BY M URRAY liiAAS ^ INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES 
PROTECTION ACT (IIPA)^ 00: WFO 

THIS COMMUNICATION IS CLASSIFIED "SECRET" IN-PFS*EimKrFr. 
REFERENCE UFO TELETYPE TO BUREAU OCTOBER lb-, nfl?. 

PURSUANT TO THE REGUEST ARTICULATED IN REFERENCED TELETYPE-i 
THE QUESTION OF THE APPLICABILITY OF THE INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES 
PROTECTION ACT AS IT RELATES TO THE ALLEGED TRANSMISSION OF 
CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 


HAS BEEN PRESENTED TO FBIHG LEGAL 


1 - MR 
1 - MR 
1 - MS 



DUL:PS\J (M) 


in/53/fl7 Sana Mtsu 




SEE NOTE PAGE THREE 


9 7 Aub 4 1988 




it MOV 3 mr 









' 'y*'f' I'®1! 

^ i . "'“'M C 7 - t" r * t 


ME 


COUNCIL DIVISION-, AND 



OPR-DOJ- 


. FOR REVIEW. UFO WILL BE EXPEDITIOUSLY ADVISED OF THE LEGAL 
; INTERPRETATION OF THE LAW AS IT BECOMES AVAILABLE. UFO SHOULD 
NOTE HOWEVER THAT THIS ISSUE DOES NOT RELATE TO ANY FURTHER 


DISSEMINATION-, ALLEGEDLY ON THE PART OF 



TO INDIVIDUALS 


I NOT HAVING LAWFUL ACCESS TO THE CLASSIFIED MATERIALS. 

,1 IN CONSIDERATION OF PRIOR CONVERSATION BETWEEN FBIHdJ AND UFO 

; CONCERNING THE AVENUES TO BE EXPLORED IN THIS INVESTIGATION-, THE 

h - 

i SUBJECT OF RE(3UESTING 



iUPON THE SECURING OF NECESSARY APPROVALS AT FBIH(3-, UFO WILL BE 
APPROPRIATELY ADVISED. 


C BY 


DECL>I^ OADR. 









WHEREIN INFORMATION FROM A CONFI DENTIAL MEMORANDUM AUTHORIZED BY 
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY F I MIAMI-. FLORIDA 
WAS RELEASED TO A NUMBER OF MEDIA REPRESENTATIVES. INCLUDED IN 


THE "LEAKED" INFORMATION WAS THE IDENTITIES OF TWO CIA A6ENTS. 


THIS COMMUNICATION RESPONDS TO AN INQUIRY FROM WFO AS TO THE 


LEGALITY OR ILLEGALITY OF THE TRAM! 
INFORMATION BETWEEN TWO PEOPLE-. I 

~l INFO RMATION IS ALS(rTR^ 
PROPOSAL TO OFFERS^A POLYGF 


A POLYGRAPH EXAMINATION. 


be 

:b7C 
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OCTOBER 5-, na? 

■ 

FH ACTING DIRECTOR FBI 
TO FBI LOS ANGELES ROUTINE 
FBI MIAMI ROUTINE 
FBI NEW YORK ROUTINE 
FBI SAN FRANCISCO ROUTINE 



FBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (S3M-3) (C-3) ROUTINE 


attention: 



BT 


UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF, CLASSIFIED INFORMATION IN THE 

APRIL m-. na? edition of the Tillage voice" entitled "contra 

COVER-UP CONFIRMED" BY MURRAY WAASi INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES 
PROTECTION ACT (IIPA):; 00: WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (WFO) 

THIS COMMUNICATION IS CLASSIFIED "S CCRET - ^ IN ITS ENTIRETY. 
REFERENCE CONFERENCE AT FBIH(3 BETWEEN SSAI 
DOMESTIC TERRORISM UNIT-. AND SSA WFO-. 

SEPTEMBER 3D-. na?. 


1 - MR. 
1 - MR. 


UL:PSJ (3) 


lD/5/a7 M3S7 


Ht.5U 


SEEyNOTE PAGE FOU^? 


9 ^!"^ r 
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STA RT HCRC 


20 

18 

16 

14 

12 

10 


PAGE 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
COMMUNICATION MESSAGE FORM 


CONtiNUATION SHEET 


BY LETTER DATED AUGUST IS-, nfl?-. 


OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY (OPR)-, 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICEi RE(3UESTED AN FBI 
INVESTIGATION INTO THE UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED 
INFORMATION RELATING TO INFORMATION CONTAINED IN CAPTIONED 
ARTICLE-, UHICH DIVULGED THE IDENTITIES OF TWO CENTRAL 
INTELLIGENCE AGENCY EMPLOYEES-. IN VIOLATION OF TITLE 5U-, 

UNITED STATES CODE-, SECTION HSb(M). THE APPARENT SOURCE OF THE 
INFORMATION DIVULGED IN THE "VOLTAGE VOICE" ARTICLE-, AND LATER IN 
THE "LOS ANGELES TIMES" AND "NEUSUEEK"-, IS SI PAGE PROSECUTORIAL 
MEMORANDUM-, DATED MAY IM-, nflb- 


REPORT THE RESULTS OF AN INVESTIGATION BEING CONDUCTED BY THE FBI 
AND THE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE NEUTRALITY ACT AND ARMS 
EXPORT CONTROL ACT VIOLATIONS INVOLVING 
CIVILIAN MILITARY ASSISTANCE. 


A REVIEW OF THE JUSTICE DEP ARTMENT -. OPR INVESTIGATION-, INTO 
THIS DISCLOSURE REVEALS THAT THE 


STOLEN FROM THE UNLOCKED FILES 


MEMO WAS ALLEGEDLY 

PROBABLY 


SOMETIME IN THE SUMMER nflb. OF A MORE PARTICULAR CONCERN IS THE 


m 




f'j 


O 


o 
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:b7C 
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bb 
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^ STA RT HBRr: _____ 

FAa THAT THE CURRENT FOCUS OF THE DOJ/OPR INVESTIGATION IS 


20 

18 


16 

14 

12 


CENTERED ON A HIGH PLACED EMPLOYEE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
WHO IS CURRENTLY UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE WHITE HOUSE FOR A 
NEWLY CREATEDn HIGHLY SENSITIVE POSITION WITH ANOTHER 
GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY. 

U -JpDUE TO THE SENSITIVE NATURE OF THIS INVESTIGATION! WFO CO- 
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2L 


PAGE 


DEPARTMENT OP JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
COMMUNICATION MESSAGE FORM 


CONTINUATION SHEET 


CASE AGENTS 


ANM 


HAVE BEEN 


bo 

b7C 


INSTRUCTED BY FBIHfl TO CONDUCT ALL INTERVIEWS IN THIS 
INVESTIGATION-. SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY SAC-. WFO- 

ACCORDINGLY-. UFO SHOULD ENSURE THAT ALL TRAVEL IS 
COORDINATED WITH THE SAC OF THE RESPECTIVE DIVISION WHEREIN 
INTERVIEWS ARE TO BE CONDUCTED. 

NBY-6~3 ^ECL on; OAD R. 
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FM/^I WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (243-3) (P) 
TO DIRECTOR FBI PRIORITY 



... ^ ... M < M y-fag- - 

o E L. R^ _ ^3VM 

ATTENTIONS | TERRORISM SECTION 

UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED'INFORMATION IN THE » 


I I iWl \ J. J. W»-.*I—WJ M— W 1-^nJ. » J. XIMI M »r~i I 4. I'J I I b6 

APRIL 14, 1987, EDITION OF THE ^ILLAGE VOICE," ENTITLED, A ^ONTRA , 

COVER-UP CONFIRMED," BY MURR Af& .AAS; INTELLIGENCE I DENT ITI E:|^^^—/p- 
PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 00s WASHINGTON FJELD. / <"/ , \ - 

9 / if / '■ 

J! -i' ? €p - ' £N"T . ^RE COMMUNICATION ■ IS Cl^^UFIED "SEpi^." 

w I .. npr Y7 ’“'7 

RE TELEPHONE CALL FROM WASHINGTON FIELD TO THE BUREAU, 



INTERVIEWED ON DECEMBER 7, 1987, BY WASHINGTON FIELD AGENT. 


DENIED GIVING 


A COPY OF TH 



SEC 














PAGE TWO DE WF 0035 S E C RfE T 


CrOSTA I NEMORAMDUM. 


REFUSED TO TAKE A POLYGRAPH 


EXAMINATION STATING THAT HE DID NOT WANT ANYTHING TO INTERFERE 
WITH HIS D] 


ADVISE THAT HE SAW A COPY OF THE MEMORANDUM ON 


DESK IN 


NOVEMBER, 1986. OR DECEMBER, 1986. HE DID NOT ASK 


NHERE 


_[DBTAINED THE MEMORANDUM. 

[ stated THAT HE FIRST OBTAINED THE MEMORANDUM IN 
JUNE, 1986, OR JULY, 1986, DIRECTLY FROM UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

_ WAS AT THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IN 

WASHINGTON, D. C., AND MADE COPIES OF THE MEMORANDUM AND GAVE ONE 
TO IT IS NOTED THAT SUBSEOUENT TO THIS INTERVIEW, 

WASHINGTON FIELD RECONTACTED UNITED STATES ATTORNEY r 

I STATED THAT HE WAS NOT IN WASHINGTON. D. C., AT THIS TIME 
AND THE ONLY PERSON AT DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE HE GAVE A COPY OF 


THE MEMORANDUM TO WAS 


WHO ORIGINALLY WAS SENT THE 


MEMORANDUM. 


ALSO THOUGHT THAT THE MEMORANDUM WAS OFFICIALLY 


SENT TO THE CONGRESSIONAL INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEES, AS WELL AS THE 


IRAN CONTRA COMMITTEES. HOWEVER, AN INTERVIEW 0F[ 

SECRET 
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ATTORNEY, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE 
AFFAIRS, ON SAME DATE, REFLECTS THAT THE MEMORANDUM WAS NEVER 
SENT TO CONGRESS. 

PER REFERENCED TELEPHONE CALL, WASHINGTON FIELD WILL 


INTERVIEW 


IXPEDITIOUSLY AND THEN WILL CONSULT 


WITH DOJ/OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES (OPR) CONCERNING 
OPR CONDUCTING AN ADMINISTRATIVE INQUIRY INTO I 


ACTIVITIES. 


C BY G-SjJr DEp 


OADR. 
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FM FBI WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE (243-3) (C-3) (P) 
TO DIRECTOR FBI ROUTINE 



SECRET 


ATTENTION: SSA 



TERRORISM SECTION 


UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION IN THE APRIL 
14, 1987 EDITIONyOF VILLAGE VOICE, ENTITLED "CONTRA-COVER-UP 
CONFIRMED" BY MITRRA\^ \1)^SS : INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT 


(IIPA); 00:WFO 


COMMUNICATION CL^,^IFIED SE^ET. 

RE WFO INVESTIGATIVE REPORT, DATED 12/19/87. 


DECLASSIFIED 

-- 


ON JANUARY 14, 1988, 


DEPARTMENT OF 




JUSTICE/OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY TELEPHONICALLY 


^ - 


CONTACTED WFO AND ADVISED THAT| 


S FEB 1 
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DECLINED TO BE INTERVIEWED BY DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE/OFFICE OF 
PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY IN CONNECTION WITH THIS MATTER. 
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DATE 
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12/29/87 


INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 
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UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE QF. Slj _ | 

CLASSIFlED ‘■ IMEQRM ATIQ]i_IM_TaE^ I CHARACTER OF CASE 

INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES 

ENT.I^LE,D.t.,^CONT^^COVER^R PROTECTION ACT (IIPA) 

CONFIRI4ED” BY MURRAY1@:^S ^ b7C 


REFERENCES: 9/14/87 Bureau airtel to V7FO; 12/23/87 Bureau teletype 
to WFO. 


ADMINISTRATIVE: WFO is providing FBIHQ with two (2) extra copies 

of this report for dissemination to DOJ/OPR as set forth in referenced 
12/23/87 Bureau teletype, 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED .. „ 
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C O N V I C .| oivVr^SIOnFU G.| FIN ES 


APP RO VED 


ACC OMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED □ NONE _ ACQUIT- case has been: 

JG. FINES SAVINGS RECOVERIES T ALS _ 

-PENDING OVER ONE YEAR { InO 

PENDING PROSECUTION 

OVER SIX MONTHS EZD^ES ( {NO 


SPECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE 


D mo bs^b e l o w 

f. ^ • Mb 


y I 


COPIES MADE: 
i A*hr>n 


4 jBureau (Attn: SS7i | _ | 

^ Terrorism Section) 

2-Washinaton Field Office 
(243-3)(Squad C-3) , 


Dissemination Record of Attoehed Report 


17 JAN j.4 1988 I 
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SA 
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Office: 


WASHINGTON FIELD 


Field Office File h 
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UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED 
INFORllATION IN THE 4/14/87 EDITION OF 
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well as [ 


TATT?n arTon^-g i n-h(=>T-vi 


jLn Miami. 


as 


[ 


_I I advised that the memo was 

sent to DOJ in Washington, D.cl uy iBti-iijr dated June 3, 1986, and 
the memo was leaked soon after. The memo was sent by I I to 


fy-imi nal 


Division.L 


I 


who handles most media contacts for Miami, advised that 
soon after the memo was sent to Washington, D.C. she received a 
i-elep hone call fro mi , , l of the Washington 

Times. 




be 

b? 


spok e to 


this memo. In 1987[ 


as if he knew of the existence of 
]was' again contacted by various 


members of the media. At this time it was clear that the actual 
memo was in the hands of the media due to guestions asked about 
initials and dates. 


Through interview of|_ 
determined that the Costa I memo 
1986. It was handcarried to| 


was received at 


it was 
DOJ June 4, 


Office of Legislative Affairs (OLAj on June iJ, lyau. 


was contacted by numerous members of the media conce rning th e 
I t )£ the Village Voice told| [ that 

he had a copy of the memo and t he leak was i ^ . 

had also told this to|_ 


I 


on 


advised that he first 
















I 


Raw the Costa I memo in June or Julv, 

19861 

I'was 

in 

Washington. D.C. 1_ 


1 a copy of 

the 

memo. 1 1 

1 1 saw a copy of the memo on the 

desk 'of[ 


_r 

_|in 

November or December 1986. 

denied 

giving a copy 

of 


the memo td 


and declined to undergo a polygraph 
examination concern incr the matter. After the interv iew of 

]was recontacted and denied giving^ 


copy of the memo.[ 
agents with ] "T 

dat ed Septem ber 27. 1 987 


] 


bo 

:b7C 


the 


received it froitf 


also provided the interviewing 
rel ating to the se matters. In a deposition 
l is asked how he g ot a cop y of 
hmem o. andl [sta tes he got it from | [ who 


and does not mention 


admitted to having received the memo in 
say from whom he got the memo or to 


late 198b Out cteciinea ro 

whom he gave it, citing Legislative Privilege 

On December 15, 1987 the status of the investigation to 
date was presented to DOJ/OPR. 

_P_ 



L 
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4 

Date of transcription 10/20/87 

1 


was 


interviewed in his office and provided the following information: 


asked[ 


After 

returned from costa Kica in the s oring of 19 86. 


It o write a memo summarizing 


investigation. 


I 


] 


had traveled to Costa Rica to investigate 


allegations of gun running, violations of the Neutrality Act, and 
possible assassination attempts on the life of the U.S. 
Ambassador. The, initial .draft of the memorandum was written on 
April 28, 198£jJ_ I ff*! that .this initial draft was not 


April ZB, I'jBb. I_ i ta 

complete , andj_| told|_ 


to add more detail. The 


mem.orandum. went through a few more drafts and then in the m.iddle 
of May a draf t went to five (5) people. These people'were, AUSA 
I I AUSAI I Rvp^rin-1 VP> AnSAl _ | 


"aus^ 


] and U.S. Attorney 


individuals held a meeting concerning this mem.o a 


These five 
nd then one more 


draft of the mem.orandum. was writ ten to inc orporate the changes 


that resulted from this meeting. 


then sent a copy of 


this final draft of the m.em.orandum to the U.S. Department of 
Justice (DOJ) in Washington, D.C. with a cover letter dated Jun e 
3, 1986. The mem.orandum was sent to the attention of 


L 



ladv i sed _t±La±_t±Le memorandum wae « 

lin thatl 

wanted the memo c 

wait fo) 


to sign the memo as the 


pf the Criminal Division. 


for 


office for a long period of time. 


advised that in the middle of May, 1986, DOJ 


had been in contact with Miam^i concerning the allegations about 
the alleged assassination attempt of the U.S. Ambassador. In 
addition, at this same time a num.ber of newspaper articles had 
appeared stating that the Miami U.S. Attorney's Office was not 
conducting any investigation concerning gun running or neutrality 
matter s. In or der to keep Washington informed of what Miami was 


doing, 


sent the memorandum to Washington. 



ent 
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the memo on his own initiative, and other than the assassination 
allegations, Washington had not previously inquired about any of 
the specific allegations that the memo dealt with. ^ 

Isending the memo to Washington, no one in the DOJ had 
been informed about the m atters raise d in footnote #9 which 
raised the possibility of| \eing paid by the National 

Security Council (NSC). 

advised that to the best of his knowledge the 
oniw r>pnnif? w ith copjes of the final draft were himself, maybe 

and one copy would have been in|_| 

chronologleal file which is maintained by his secretary. 

[advised that the memo was mat^ked "SENSjIT'IVE” 

because it concerned an ongoing investigation. _|-[intended 

fhff sens itive to mean that the memo was sensitive to the DOJ, and 
I never intended the m.emo to be m arked sens itive in a 
national security classification sense. [ advised that he 

did not give the memo any national security type classj 

as he was not aware that he could classify a docum.ent.[- 

reiterated that he viewed this docum.ent as an internal document 
only, and never intended the document to leave the DOJ. 

To the best of_knowledge, the first leak to 

the media of the memo occurred not long after June 3, 1986 when a 

copy of the memo was sent to Washington, D«C. did not 

have any first hand knowledge of this leak as hisExecutive 
Assistant United States Attorney ) [ :ielded the phone 

calls from, the press. 

The next leak occurred in 1987._advised that 

shortly after the m.emorandum appeared in the Village Voice 
article, he was inform.ed that a number of newspapers had received 

a copy of the memo in a mass mailing. |_[is not positive as 

to who told him., but he believes that he was told that the 
m.em.orandums were sent in plain brown envelopes with D.C. 
postmarks. 

[advised that he did not leak this memo to the 
m.edia and does not have any specific knowledge as to who did^ ^It 
isl [ opinion that the leaks came out of Washington, D.C. 

I I believes this because of the timing of the first leak, 

and also because almost all of the media personn el who re ceived 

the memo were Washington, D.C. based reporters. L-^ 

advised that if the memo had been leaked in Miami, the Miami 
Herald would surely have been one of the first to print the ^ 

storyT [ [also advised that there came a point in time when 

a second CQD V or the memo was sent to the DOJ in Washington, D.C. 

received a call from Washington that the DOJ could 
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not find the first memo. This call occurred snmjetime after the 

first leak but before the second leak. |_ [ advised that a 

second copy of this memo was sent up to Washington, D.C., but he 
Hr>oe nr>j- remember who from Washington, D.C. requested the memo. 

_ further advised that copies of this memo were only sent 

to the DOJ, and no other agency received a copy. The only other 
agency that might have received a copy of the memo in Miami was 
the FBI Field Office in Miami but_is not sure. 


advised that he has not had a problem with 
media leaks in Miami. To the best of his knowledge the only 
problems with.leaking of sensitive information to the media have 
been in Washington, D.C. H advised that he recalls 

disclosures to the media of general types of things, but does not 
recall even Washington, D.C. leaking entire documents. 

advised that he has not talked to anyone in 
Washington, D.C. concerning the leak of this m.em.o as due to a 
number of other allegations against him he has been attem.pting to 
keep an arms length distance from, anyone connected with the Iran- 
Contra Affair. 
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Date of transcriptio n^10/20/87 


□ 


Florida, was interviewed at her place of employment and provided 
the following information; 


concerning 


advised that s he does not recall any specifics 

_ [ ^osta I memorandum. If the memo was 

sent to W ashingt on. D.C. with a cover letter from the U.S. 




Attorney 
letter. However 
the cover letter 






i; 


robability would have typed the cover 
does not have any recollection of typing 
~|advised that a copy of the letter and 
the memo would have been placed in the c hronolo gical file. This 
file is not kept under lock and key, but i l has never seen 

anyone beside s herse lf use the file. If someone wants something 
from the file 


goes into the file to find it. 


I I further advised that no one h as ever made any 

inquiries to her concerning the memo. |[does not recall a ny 
one ever asking to see the memo or the cover letter. | | 

further advised that she does not have any knowledge of any 
special file devoted to matters relating to the Iran-Contra 
affair. 


advised that she has been employed by the 


be 

:b7C 


be 

b7C 


be 

b7C 
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iiami, 


interviewed at his place or employment and provided the following 
information: 

_advised that he has been employed in the_ 


advised that I I was instructed to write 

the so called Costa I me morandum to inform the U.S. Attorney of 
the status ofl I investigation into various allegations. 

I advised that he never had a copy of the final draft of 
the mem.orandum, and does not know for sure who had copies. 

-1 afifi ^imas that final copies of _ the memorandum would have 

been kept bv l 3hd_| 

l adwi =;pd that he did not le ak this m.emo to the 
m.edia, and does not know who leaked the memo. I 

gnf^rii 1 at i on is that the memo was leaked from Washington, D.C. 

bases his speculation mainly on the fact^that 
Washington, D.C. is a very political place and jpform.ation is 

leaked to the media on many occasions. |_^_ I further advised 

that he does not think that anyone in Miami would have leaked the 
memo in that Miami has not had a problem with informa tion be i ng 

i-hp nrf^ss. _ Miami h as had a proble m with an| __ 

by the name of j_,_| but 

[ advised that he does not think that|_,_[would have 

leaked this m*em.o in that_had too many of his own problem.s 

and further did not have access to this memorandum. 

I "[ recalls that he had heard that the media 

received copies of this memorandum, in plain brown envelopes. 


Investigation 
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I a iiv-* _ 
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_] could not recall whethe r or not he he ard this frQiu 

Executive Assistant U .S. Attornev I l or from someone in 


the press.[ 


Irecalls receiving a number of calls from 


different individuals in the media and that when the story broke 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office i n Miam.i rec eived calls from, reporters 
all over the United States. | ^^ dvised that he does not 

recall anyone from the media ever telling him how the media got 
copies of the mem.o. 


fam.iliar, but 
name. 


advised that the name 


Jsounds 


does not recall where he has heard this 


-bo 
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Date of transcription 10/20/87 


at his place ot employment and provided the 
information: 


J was interviewed 
Lowing 


U.S. Attorn^ 
Miami sinceP 


is an AUSA who|_|to the 

He has been w ith the U.S. Attorney's Office in 
I Previous to this he was with the 


I [advised that )ie had access to e^ ch draft of the 

Costa I memorandum written by He first became 

involved after the initial drath of i-hp mpmo was wri rr^n in 
April/ 1986. This initial draft was given t( | for his 

comments and revisions. A second and third draft were also 
revise d and the fourth version of the memo was the final version. 

I advised that he has kept a copy of this final version of 
the memo. To the best of his knowledge the original of this 
final version was sent to the Department of Justice (DOJ). 

Copies of the final version were kept bv l l and 

I ~| advised that he does not know if anyone else in the 

U.S. Attorney's Office kept a copy of this final version, 
advised that the Miami Office of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) probably got a copy of the mem.o. 


I_I advised that he did not leak this m.emor andum to 

the media, and does not have any knowledge of who did. 


advised that he heard from AUSA|_ 

mailings were from the District of 
the envelopes were D.C. postmarks. 


_phat the mass 

La as the postmarks on 
ladvised that he 


personally did not speak to anyo ne in the medi a concerning the 


leak of the memo. He heard from.| 

Times receiv ed a copy of the memo as di 
I recallsl [telling him som.et 

Francisco Examiner, But does not recall 



that the Washington 
illage Voice . 

2 yt the San 
\ telling him 
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anything about a reporter by the n ame of 
ativ ised that he has heard the name 
who! I is. 


further 
but does not recall 


be 
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1 





1 


[ Florida, was intervi 

tewed 


in his office regarding any information he may have abou t the 

unauthorized disclosure of a memorandum authored by him. _ 

was apprised of the official identity of the interviewing agents 
and the purpose for the interview. He thereafter provided the 
following information: 


I [stated initially that he would only consent to 

an interview on tne record and would require that a court 
reporter or tra nscriber be present in order to make a record of 
the interview. I l indicated that he had been interviewed a 

number of times regarding this matter and wanted to make sure 
there was no misunderstanding about his involvement regarding the 
memo which had been the subject of a disclo.,siirft. The 

interviewing agents provided explanation toj_[regarding the 

background of the investigation and he thereafter advised that he 
would consent to interview, however, if he subsequently felt it 
necessary, he would terminate the interview and require that a 
court reporter be present. 



personnel. 


Invest igation^n,_ 

Vs[ 

by. 
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According to 


investigation ultimately* 


determined that the allegation regarding the assassination of 
U.S. Ambassador TAMES to Costa Rica was disproven. However, 
there wa s some evidence of certain neutrality violations. 

advised that the investigati on had bec ome fairly, 
complicated, by then and U.S. Attorney requested 

to do a memo de tailino the investigac iuu. -cm! A pril 28, 

provide d vith a draft memo, but^ 


bo 

:b7C 


TMF 


determined that it was not detailed enough. This draft was 


reviewed by Special Agenq 


FBI Miami, v^ho had boon 

did 


involved in the investigation also. On May 14, 1986 
a finished copy of the April 28th draft. On May 15, 1986, 
changes were made to the May 14th original memo. This resulted 
in a May 20th draft. The May 20th draft was subsequently 
f 1 ni as a May 22, 1986 final copy. On June 4, 1986, USA 


signed this memo out of the U.S. Attorney's Office. The 


1 1 na 1 copy of the memo to be signed out of the U.S. Att~nrnf=iv's 


r“ 



1 noted 


en reviewed in v arious stages by 


en r^ 
and| _ 
tha^ 


in additiOjO. 
and 


C 


bo TTSA 


are all 


I 


Assistant U.S. Attorneys. 


Prior to the mem o being signed out by 


.t 


that the memo should be classified 


had indicated to_ 

SECRET. However, it was ultimately signed out of the office with 
a SENSIT IVE marking and was not officially classified SECRET. 

advised that the memo should have been classified SECRET 


due to the fact that it contained names of Central Intelligence 
Agency employees. 


advised that he has very thick roughdraft files 
regarding his investigation and upon which the Costa I memo was 
based. These files were kept in a box in his office and were not 
secured. In December, 1986, the file was put into a filing 
cabinet. Sometime prior to the time the file was put in ^ the 
filing cabinet, someone removed material from the file. 


further noted that in March or April, 1987, someone slipped 
underneath the door of his office some of his original 
handwritten work product in this investigation. He noted that 
there was a handwritten original footnote regarding notes of 
activities at the U .S. Embass y in Costa Rica and statements from 


witnesses which he, 
seen for some time. 


pulled his handwritten notes from the work file 

1^ 


had written in May, 1986 and had not 
feels that someone deliberately 


] believes that 


past and[ 
other leaks. 


:pted thal 

pi-1 

i _ 

believes 


] has been in 


I is responsible 
said he has no proof. 


_work area in the 

has been responsible for 



bo 

:b7C 


b6 

:b7C 
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noted that 


is a close associate to 



noted that during the 
seemed to be very fami’T 


Attorney's Office and 


investigation and trial 
iar with the directi on of the U.S. 


thought that 


must be 


also indicated 


oper ating o n some inside information. 

that l I had been intervi ewed by Miami television channel 

news reporter Ms.| [rega rding th^ Cos,ta__L_mejpo 

information. It was apparent to that |w 

fami liar wit h the memo even prior tO thb 


10 


was very 


that 
that 
disclosure. 


interv iew 
It was! 


must have had access to it. 
had prior knowledge of the memo before its 


and he felt 

opinion 


b6 

:b7C 


to the 


the 

is. [ 


D uress 
name I 


[advised that he did not leak the Costa I memo 
nor does he kno w who did other than suspectingT 


mentioned 


abov e. 
but 


advised that he has he^TH 

_,_he does not know who the individual 

_]has also heard that the Department of Justice may 

have leaked the memo to Republican Congressmen in order to 
disprove allegations made by Senator KERRY. 


^provided to the interviewing agents a copy of a 
chronology of the Costa I matters . Attach ed thereto are copies 


of various handwritten notes that 
developments as they unfolded. 


has made regarding 
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interviewed in her office and provided the following information: 


traveled to Costa Rica in the Spring of 1986 to investigate 
allegations of gun running and violations of the Neutrality Act. 
After his return from Costa Rica, in approximately April, 1986, 
he was told to summarize the results o f his investigation in 
writing. Th<=» Tnpmnrandnm that l I wrote Went through several 

revisions._advis ed that she was no t involved in any of 

the revisions, but rather [was responsible for 

many of the revisions. It was| | understanding that this 

memorandum was originally for in ottice use only. The memo was 
not prepared in order to advise the Department of Justice in 
Washington, D.C. of the invest igation, b ut rather was sent to 
Washington as an afterthought. | [ recalls that the 

memorandum was sent to Washington, D.C. in early June, 1986. 


I _[advised that her first contact with the media 

over the memo was soon after the memorandum went to Washington, 
D.C. She received a number of calls from the media and the 
reporters s poke as if they knew of the existence of this 
memora ndum.I [r ecalled that the first r eporter s he spoke 

fo wasP"! [of the Washington Times , f" [ related to 

-[ -n-iah h -a-had a "contact on the Hill". In addition to 

__[received calls from two or three oth er reporter s. 

could not recall which reporters called her.[ 
aavisea that this period of receiving calls from the meoia was 
not dragged out, but rather there was a lot of interest for a 
short period of time. 


[_[advised that originally she assumed that the 

reporters had a copy of the memorandum. [ I now feels that 

at this time the reporters did not actually have a co py of the 
memorandum, but only knew of its existence. [ bases this 
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assumption on the difference on the way these reporters §cted 
versus the way the reporters acted in 1987 when it was definite 
that the repprbers aptually had received copies of the actual 


memorandum 


ep^ 


now assumes that in this first leak, some of 


the contents of the memorandum were disclosed by someone who had 
the memo. The sec ond leak of the memorandum to the press 


occurred in 1987. 
in one day. One call was 
and the other call was froml 


■Tngl- 1 re 


voice , r 


returned 


recalls receiving two telephone calls 
from a renorf.er of the Chicago Tribune 
of the Depa rtment o f 


I 


that he had been called by 


i oell_firs! 


enr| 


]advised 


__] had called the Department of Justice (DOilp 

advi sed the D OJ t hat he had a copy o 


the Village 
and 


told[ 


Ithatf 


memorandum, 
the memo and 
memorandum.. 


told him that 


f the .memorandum. 

I_lintended to 


publish the 


wanted to know if there were problems with 
also wanted to know what was in the 


•bo 

b7C 


bb 

b7C 


After talking td 


reporter from the Chicago Tribune 
from the Chicago Tribune advised 
and had received it in the mail. [ 


T 7 

tnaf^ 


the 


talked to a 
This reporter 
ne n aa~a~copy of the memo 
I was positive that this 


3 


the fact 
out over 


acc.ua 
that thi 

_D 

.an _a_ rnnv nr_rnp mpmn r\<^ _d. 


name. 


initialed the memo 


After 

Jcalledf 


talkin g to t his repo rter for the Chicago Tribune 


back 


■T 


advised 


_ Ithat there 

had evidently been a many mass mailing of this memo randum to ‘ 




press in plain brown envelopes. Sub sequent t o this 
received many calls from the media. I I does not recall 

exactly which reporters called, and could n ot provid e any details 


of her subsequent contacts with the media, 
that it appeared as if the Miami Herald did not have 
the memorandum at this time as the Miami He rald did not come out 
with the story for another couple of days. 


did advise 
a copy of 


-b6 

:b7C 


I l advised that she believes that although the 

media had a copy of the memorandu m, the med ia did not have a copy 
of the June 3, 1987 cover letter. I I believes this because 

many of the questions from the reporters concerned the 
discrepancy in dates in the memorandum. The memorandum was dated 
May 14, 1986, but a footnote refers to a civil complaint filed 
May 30, 1986 in Miami. This discrepancy in dates was clarified 
in the June 3, 1987 cover letter. 


I _[further advised that between the first and 

second leak it was necessary to send the Department of Justice 
(DOJ) in Washington, D.C. another copy of the memorandum. 

I does not recall the exact time frame, and does not know 
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who from the DOJ requested it, but does recall that the pOJ could 
not find their copy of th e memoran dum and requested that Miami 


send them a second copy 
of the memorandum was se 


• f 

enc 


to the 


advised that this second copy 
DOJ in Washington, D.C. 


_Iremembers calling|_ 

Office of Prof ession al Responsibility (OPR). [ 


]of. 



3 ai KesponsiDiiity (OPR}* |_ 

that she had talked to a report^ 


the DOJ, 
Idoes 


bo 

b7C 


not 


San Francisco Examiner or that 


told 


allegedly 


that he had received a copy of the memorandum from 


_the Senate Foreign Relatio ns Sub- Committee. 

I did not deny making this stateme nt to I | but rather 

indicated that she could not recall it. I h aHvised that the 

incident very well could have happened because after she started 
receiving numerous inquiries from the media she started asking 
different reporters ho w they received copies of the memorandum. 
She was interviewed bv l [ on April 14, 1987 and thus the 
incident would have been fresh in her mind on April 30, 1987. 


be 

b7C 


later she talked to 


further advised that a snort per 
1 aoaii^ and l b hen toldP 


was 




short pe j^iod of t ime 

]who 


advised that she did not disclose 
or leak the memorandum to the media although she did later 
confirm the existence of the memorandum to the media. | 
also advised that she does not know who leaked the memorandum to 
the media. 


] 


It is 


belief that the first leak came from 
the DOJ in Washington, D.C. She feels that the DOJ early on 
wanted to disapprove the allegations of gun running, and the 
memorandum did in fact do this. She feels that only part of the 
mpmoT-anJiim was 1 p>akpd as part of the memorandum (specifically the 

J would cause- problems for the administration 


and thus the entire memorandum was not leaked. 


I 


I believes that l^ he second leak came from a Mi ami 

by the name of I I 


incide 




^credibilit y was defin itely in quest ion over the 
surrounding assertion that I 

received a telephone call from A ttnrnpv (AG) 


be 

b7C 


] 


rpin MRRSE allegedly told 


I 


o slow down the 


EDWIN MEESE whe 
investigation. 

Public Defender^ by cns 
associate of Senator KERRY. 

Village Voice , first came up with the story tnat someone in the 
Un-i ted State s Att orney's Office had overheard this telephone call 


has a close relationship with a Federal 
name ofl ~l who was a riosf? 

the 


froitj_ I Sincef 

memorandum 


leaked the story on the memorandum. 


_also came up with the story on the 

feels that it i s possible that | [ also 


further 


it appeared as if a chain of disclosure existed from 


advised 


that 

to 
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was interviewed 


in his office and provided the following information: 


n-ri x\n _ Ci£ _1 Q 


fa-rnng_ 

n 


In the s 
conversations with 
District of Florida, Miami, Florida, concerning Miami 
investigation of allegations relati ng to the alleged 
assassination attempt on the life of| 
acted by his anp^ri or , 1 
to keep ahr-oag<- of mat-hpra. Tn 

approximately May, 1986, 


Southern 


haH hotan in.gtr 


TKail 


/ __ 

I wrote a memo t o | [ that 


contained 
Iwished answered. This 


a number 
was about 


of questions 

the same time that numerous hearings were held on matters 
associated with Nicaragua, and the Miami case was the topic of 
some of the briefings that went on, on the Hill. 


According to the notations in 


file, the Costa 


I Mom o was received in his office on 6/4/86.The cover letter 


from 


t 


has a handwritten notation that 


indicates that a copy of the memo was ha ndcarried to [ 


on 6/13/86. 


advised that 


] 


this would not have been a routine dissemination and the memo 
must h ave been r eguested by the Office of Legislative Affairs 
(OLA). I I advised th at he does not recall the specific 

request however. |did advise that the current OLA is more 

aggressive than other ottices have been in the past. 


telephone ca 
indicated to 


.1 trod on April 8, 1987. 


that the media had the memo and 



media inquiries. 


be 

:b7C 


be 

b7C 


be 

b7C 
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I_I advised that he does not have any p ersonal 

knowledge of how the memo was obtained by the media, | 

does not recall meeting with anyone on the Hill concerning the 

memo. 


advised 
of the Village Voice 


that he has talked to reporter[ 
on numerous occasions. Most 

r.nnversat 1 pns have c entered around the investigation of|_ 

possible involvement in a South African 
talso wrote an article about the relationship 


matter. 


]a^ 


E 


r—h 
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_was interviewed in his office and 

provided the following information: 

_ keeps a chronological notebook of his 

(-■onvars ations with the media and after consulting this notebook. 


Costa I memo on March 24, 1 987. Or 
of the Village Voice ca lledi 
talked to U.S. Attorney l of 

he had spent two weeks in Miami and| 
another news organization al legedly 
memo. At the timdgavel 


it Decame 
,987._Qn 

invoivea in cne 
March 24, 1987, 

1 nr rne 

I 1 

and advised that 

ITTa 


of Miami. 


that 


advisee 


a local telephone number of 


The next entry in_note book is March 25, 1987 

wherein he rece ived a telephone call from ) 1 

~t s involved in the pro duction o f the news magazine 
West 57 Street. In this conversatior| [menti oned U.S. 

Attorneyl | and Assistant U.S. Attorney (AUSA) | | but 

_iid not indicate that she had a copy of the memo. 

_Mso on March 25, 198 7 J I talked to Executive AUSA 

] who advised i that she knew about ~ | 

as and a news crew had been in Miami conducting interviews 

of individuals associated with the investigation in Miami. 

On March 25, 1987, _also talked to a reporter 


had a copy of the memo. 
Village Voice article. 


87,1 _[also talked to a reporter 

nal in New York, New York. This 
t wanhftd to know about the memo. 

[ did not give any indication that he 
ut rather seemed to be following up on a 



Investigation o n 10/20/87 at Washington, D.C. 


File # 243-3 


by _ EWMttlg Date dictated 10/20/87 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 




22 







FD-302a 

Contiauation of interview of 


Page . -2- 


talked with a re porter f rom the Boston Globe / and neither the 
Boston Globe nor Indicated that they had an actual copy of 

the memo. *-* 


_ On March 27. 1987.1 _ lalso talked to|_J 

l of the Criminal Division 

in order to find out for himself what was in this memorandum. 


On March 30, 1987|_notebook reflects that he 

received another inquiry from the Wall Street Journal . 

On April 6, 1987.1 _ ladvised t hat he received a 

telep hone call fro m_ of the Washington 

Post . I nindica ted that Congressman HUGHES was intending 
on callind Hbefore his committee. 


_ Also on April 6, 1987j Hreceived a telephone call 

from i | af the Village voice.~1 . . 

was a con ference call and the I I , of the article. 

I was also on the telephone line. advised i-n'^ 

Village Voicf had cq oies of the p rosecutive memorandum, 
indicated to that| [had previously told the National 

Law Journal abo ut the memo in an interview. The purpose of 
calling l ~l was to inquire as to whether or not the Village 

Voice could use some of the names in the memo._Iwo of the names 

brought up were_ilso brought up 

the discrepancy in dates, the discrepancy being the memo was 


dated 5/14/86 with a foot note referr ing to a law suit that was 
filed on 5/30/86. Questio n tol ::oncerning this was, 

"Why was the memo back dated?". I H has in his notes that 

Iwas calling from New York with a call back telephone number 


I_On April_2-_1 ^^7 J_ had Sev eral telephone calls 

withi advised ~| that if at all Dossj .ble 

' I nam e snouid not Pe publicized. On this date ] | 

caiiSd back and told him not to use the names of a nv of the 

sourceWr—Also on April 7, 1987, acc ording td ~1 notebook. 

he had a telephone conversation with ! Tasked 

~| a number of Questi ons concerning the memo an j | feels 

that ^J^_t±LLs^ time, [also had a copy of the mem.o. On this 

date, _[also accempced to get an actual copy of the memo to 

read for himself. 


I notebook reflects that on April 8, 1987, he 

gave copies of the memo to FBI Headquarters and the Department of 
Justice Command Center. 


call fronJ 



1987,1_[received another telephone 

of the Village Voice. 
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that the Los Angeles Times also had a copy of the memo and _ the 
Los Angeles Times did not get their cop y of t his memo from 

I I t n1 d [ 


but rat her got it from another sn iirrp>. 


J 


gave a copy of the mem o tol 
that the leak wa s from[ 


] 


Iso asked 


on 


I _Jthat he 

1 at this Pf>i nt told 
Staff. 


if the memo wa s given to the HILL by the 


Department of Justice, and also as 
Justice gave a copy of the memo to 


ked 


] if the Department of 



1987,[ 




notebook further ref] 

1 Italkec 

to 1 


of the U.S. Attorney's 


Office in Miami, Florida concerning the leak of this memo. 




O n April 1 4 . 1987,|__| of the Washington 

Times cal led i har: |< the m^o. The only it em in 

advising 


notes concerns 


very close to the Senate Committee. 


that 


was 


b6 

b7C 


On April 14, 1987, 


was called 


mentioned a number of companies that were pnder 


ihygstlgation concerning the Iran-Contra Affai 


ere uj 

ir. |_ 


I belie ves 

---- ^ ^ I I ' I 

that the names of these companies were in the memo and|_| 

possibly had a copy of the memo at this time. 


On April 14, 1987. 
in Miami. At this time. 


__pgain talked to, 

hdvised that the U.S. Department 


of Justice, Office of Professional Responsibility (DOJ/OPR) was 
in Miami conducting interviews concerning the memo. 

1 


On April 

At this time|_ 

that a n umber of copies 
I l also mentioned 

Francisco Examiner and 
lalso mentio ned 


30, 1987 
^ related 

o£ this 




aga in talked to|_ 

I that she had heard 
memo had been sent to the 


J of the San 


a rumor 
press. 


of the Miami Herald. 


nag tne memo in 


jnotes retiect tnat[ 


June, 
this 


1986. From 
information 


1 coig nim tnac 
] notes] 


francisco tixaminer. 

"""Also ini 


1 1 calledi 

llater that same 

telephone number of 




or 


rrom \ 

notes is a notation 
day and left a call 


th^ S5h 

that 

back 


On May 5, 1 987, 
a telephone call from 


notes refl ect that he received 
advised that 



be 

:b7C 


be 

b7C 
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may not be a reporter for the San Francisco Examiner / but rather 
uses the San Francisco Examiner for credibility and i n reality 


works for the Pacific News fiervjre ah h 

elephone numberj 


1 asked 


lowl 

1 got a coDV of 

tiie memo ill 

the summer of 1986. 


also askec 

if anyone in the 

DOJ. Office of Legislative A: 

Efairs (OLA), had communications with 


advised that these are 

the only notes 

he has 


concerning tnis telephone call. 


i advised that he does not have any knowledge of 
into the hands of the media. He does not have 
any personal knowledge of any mass mailing of the memo to the 
media in plain brown envelopes. He recalls bei ng told by someone 
that the media had received a mass mailing, but | | does not 

y-omomhov Mh<at-h(=>Y- Ha was told this by 3 reporter or possiblyl_ 

_pdvised that he does not recall anything being 

said about District of Columbia postmarks on the plain brown 
envelopes. 


I "[ further advised that he never received any 

inquiries from anyone on the Hill concerning the memo or its 
contents. 


of th, 
1986, 



advised tha t after being told by 

ran a story in November, 


igton Times that 


^ 1 I -- --, 

x5oo,|_I had his news service people go back to November, 

1986 and they did in fact retrieve a newspaper article concerning 
this matter. I l advised that he will provide a copy of this 

newspaper article to the interviewing agent when he finds it. 
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Department of Justice,]_ 

h Building, Washington, D.C., telephone number 
, was interviewed in his office and provided the 
toiiowing inrormation: 

During the time frame in question,! I advised that 

the OLA had been receiving requests on a continuing basis from 
the Senate Foreign Relations Sub-Committee conc^rninn all matters 

that related to Nicaragua and Central America, j_jadvised 

that the DOJ had consistently refused to provide mu ch infor mation 
to Congress concerning any ongoing investigations. | ~| 

described the relations with the Senate Foreign Sub-Committee as 
a "slow dance" as the Sub-Committee was continually asking for 
information and the DOJ OLA was continu al Tv resi sting divul ging 
any information on open in vestigations, j advised thal l 

was the individual who dealt directly 
with the Seh^t6 Fdf^igh Relations Sub-Committee. 

_ I further advised that he does not recall seeing 

the I j costa I memo itself. Hadvised tha t the memo in 

all probability went directly to ~| further 

advised that he does not have any recollection of the leak of the 
memo itself and does not r ecall havi ng any conversations with 


anyone concerning the leak.I 


advised that he has no 


knowledge of who might possibly have leaked the memorandum. 

_ advised that in addition to the only 

other person in t he OLA who might have some knowled ge con cerning 
this memo w ould bef |in OLA. | 

advised that ] was working on Central American matters and 

may have had access to the memo or might possibly have knowledge 
concerning the leak thereof. 

_[advised that the individual on the Senate 

Foreign Relations Sub-Committee who dealt with D OJ/nr . R w as 
_I_ advised 
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has not 
advised 

disclosu 
advised 
would be 
disclose 
voluntee 
from the 
seems to 
that thi 
iaformat 


—'—I [advised that he has never_ heard of th 

_or trie Village Voice . advi 

had a problem with leaks to tne media. 
tha t in the two years that he ha s known 

I he has never known F I to make any una uthorize d 

res to either the media or anyone on the Hill 
that disclosing this memorandum or the context thereo 
an unauthorized disclosure as his office doe s not 
any matters concerning open investigations, 
red that if the memo came from the DOJ it probably came 
Criminal Division as the Criminal Divisi on of the DOJ 
have more leaks than any other division. | A dvised 

s is just his feeling, and he does not have any 
ion on any particular person. 

I I advised that he does not know why I Left 


I_I advised that he does not know why]_ Heft 

the employ of the Senate Foreign Relations Sub-Committee j 
advised that he recalls that there was a change of political 
power. Senators LUGAR and HELMS vied for the chai rmanship of the 
c ommittee, and when HELMS won HEL MS probably asked| |to go 

asl I of Senator LUGAR. 
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1 


Ai_ ^ 





teiepnone numoei 


was interviewea in nis otrice ana 



H first became involved with the Iran-Contra 
controversy on May 6, 1986 when he attended a meeting which was 
attended by representatives from the U.S. Drug Enforcement 
Administration, Department of State, Central Intelligence Agency, 
and the Department of Justice. This me eting was held to discus s 
allegations that had been receive d from I 

concerning drugs and gun running. |_ 

of substance came from this meeting. Subsequently.I 
began coordinating with 


advisej 


concerning the investigations that 
into related matters. 



hing 


office was pursuing 


advised that he first saw the 
memo in June or July of 1986 


Justic e in Washington, D.C 
memo tc[ 




Cosxa I 


was at the Department of 
an'd pef^OhAllv handed a copy of the 


advised that 


made 


additional copies of the memo on a phntncnpv machine in the 
Department of Justice. Subsequent to this, I I also 


received a copy of the memo from the Cr iminal Divis ion through 
regular Department of Justice channels. [ advised that 


he did not give any significance to the memo at the time and 
filed it in his safe. 


Investigation^n_ 

saT” ' 

by sC 


12/7/87 at Washington, D.C. File # 243-3 


land 


\ijim 
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As concerns other individuals in the Office of * 
Legislative Affairs wh o mav have had access to this memo. 


memo. 


advised that 


also probably had access to the 


dvised that in dealing with the Senate 
Foreign R^e.i.anions cjniriTni ttPP> ht^ nana 1 1 v 1 with the committee's 

advised that he first met 


during this time perio d, 
a copy of th ^ 


volunteered that he knew thatl 


H 


oenied _ rTiT7-!r'rr 


either November or Dece mber. 1986 ^ s 
memo on | I desk. | advisq^ 

November or December, 1986 he stopped 


'•o£ 


memorandum. 

Ihad a nnpy ot the memo in 
saw a copy of the 


the memo onf 
as to where^ 


5 


desk. 


received the memo. 




4-1". —> 4- ^ V 


day in 
[office and 


id not inquire of 


saw 


[ 


I stated that he believes that both the House 
and Senate Inte lligence Coi^ ittees received a copy of the memo in 
November, 1986. I l is not sure of the exact date but 

believed it was shortly after the Attorney General's public 
conference in November or_ December of 1986 concerning the Iran- 
Contra Aff air. 

desk 


__ advised that he saw the memo on 

after the time period in which the Intelligence 


committees received a copy of the memo. 

At this point in the interview 


calle 


I 


^into his office and directed her to attempt to determine 


what documents were sent to the Congressi onal Intell igence 
Committees the Department of Justice. | [then left 

_| office. 


generally gave Congress "everything under t 
then advised that he knows that thef 


advised that the Department of Justice 

hie sun". 

Costa I 


memo went 
The memo went 


over to Congress in January or February of 1987. 
over to Congress as part of many ^nr■nT^^on■^g that went to the Iran- 
Contra Congressional Committee. also believes that the 

committee publicly published this document as one of the many 
documents it published. 


At this point in the intervievj 
that the first delivery of documents to 
intelligence Crtmmi ttpqs was on December 13, 1986. 


3 


-b6 

:b7c 


be 

:b7c 


informa 
memo on 




nn 


t 


dvised 
e 

With this new 

stated that he did not recall if he saw the 
desk before or after December 13, 1986. 


be 

b7C 


from the media concerning thq 


advised that he ne ver received any inquiries 


Costa I memorandum. 


also advised that he did not have any information as to 
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Continuation of interview of 


Page -3*- 


whether or not [ _ 

tried i ri.-^ to whereL 


gave a copy of the menio to anyone *in the 


Jreceived his copy of the memo. 


advised that he did not know and further added that 


probably would not tell anyone where he got his copy of 


the memo from as staffers on the Hill are very protective of 


their sources. 


also volunteered that many times people 


on the Hill receive documents in the mail from anonymous sources. 


he 

hlC 


volunteered that I 

1 has recently been 


1 - 


issue of what security clearance, if any, 

held. 


|held a security clearance it 


would proba bly not b e a criminal violation to turn over the memo 
to him. If | in turn gave the memo to the media then this 
would probably be a criminal violation. 


T I l al so volunteered that he believes that 

J gave out many copies of this memorandum to authorized 


people in the Depart ment of Ju stice in the hopes that someone 
would leak the memo.| [pointed out to the people that he 

gave the memo to that it contained no federal grand jury 
material. Leaking the memo to the media would be tc[ 
benefit as the memo showed that 


_ was in fact conducting 

investigations into the Iran-Cont ra matter s at a time when the 


] 


bo 

:b7C 


was trying to stall any 


media was attempting to show that 
investigation. 


IVhen offered the opportun ity to unde rgo a polygraph 


examinatio n concerning this matter, 

I I advised that he was refusingf 


refused to do so. 


material 


provided the agents with his notebook of 
this matter. The interviewing agent _ 


• gSY r csrYirR ' g ' 

photocopied the matter and returned the notebook to 
the same date. 


on 


r': 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription*12/21/87 


Main Building, lUth anji- 
D.C., telephone numberl 
office and provided the 


_I Department of Justice 

Triri 177.r.-; .Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
was interviewed in her 
Lowing information: 


lhas been with the Offi 


I _|h as been with the Of fice of Le gi si ati Affairs 

since May, 1986. | [ first saw the Costa I memorandum 

in December, 1986 or January/February, 1987 whe n she wa a 
co llecting documents in the Iran-Contra Affair. I T has talked 

I ^ , I I I I C rimina 1 

Division and both|_| and|_| feel that thd ^Costa I 

memorandum was not sent to the Congressional Inteill^6hc!:6 
Committees. The Department of Justice received a letter from the 
Intelligence Committees on December 10, 1986. On December 13, 
1986, the Department of Justice sent to Congress a large amount 
of material that related to the weekend investi gation o f the 
Attorney General and to the Iran-Contra Affair." advised 

that sh e does not think the memo was sent in this material. 

m^bher advised that she is not sure if the memo ever 
officially was sent to Congress. 


[advised that shf 
le usually dealt witL 


U.St Senate. 


who hanc 


_|vas 

contacts with 


Two other people in the Office of Legisla tive Affai rs 
have knowledge concerning this matter are| [and 


Inv estigation^^^ 12/7/87 a t Washington, D.C. F ile # 243-3 

__land_I ^ 

t> y ^ _ IUnA^ EWLrtlg D ate dictate d 12/9/87 

This documem:. contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency? it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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Date of transcription *12/21/87 


_I_^_I Special Age^^t— ^ I -J 

_[telephonic ally conta cted U. S. Attorney]_T 

in Miami. Florida. SA| had prev iously interviewed 

in Miami c oncerning the Costa I memorandum. 

_advised SA [ that he was not in Washington, D.C. 

during the time period of June/July, 19 86. | I further 

advised that he never made copies of th^ |Costa I 

memorandum and never handed them out to anyone in the U.S. 
Department of Justice. The only person in the U.S. Deppitmant—qf 

Justice who received theP ICnata_T memorandum was j 

_ pf the Criminal Division 

Who received the memo when office first sent the memo 

to the Department of Justice in June, 1986. 


who receivec 


le memo whei 


Investigation o n 12/7/87 at Washington, D.C. F ile # 243-3 

b y SA EWMttlg Date dictated 12/9/87 

This d^jcument con-cairis neither recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency? it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 


b6 

b7C 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Date of transcription <.12/21/87 


1 


, |u.S. Department of 

Justice, uttice ot Leg! sim .li£_^Affairs, telephonically contacted 


the interviewing agent 


_ _ , ,advised that her research to date 

indicates that the Deparr^menr nf ijTustice officially sent three 

Costa I memorandum to Congress. 


different versions of thel_ 

This was dope on ijuly 10, 1987 and was sent to the Iran-Contra 


Committee 


different versions of the 


advised that she will attempt to obtain these 


the interviewing agent when she finds them. 


Jmemorandum and will re-contact 


be 

:b7C 


Investigation on 12/9/87 at Washington, D.C. File # 243-3 


by SA| 




EWM;tig D ate dictated 12/9/87 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of 


the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 


be 

b7C 
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Date of transcription 12/28/87 


_I_ I residence add-Cfiaa_ 

_[telephone number 

interviewed at his residence and provided the toilowing 
information: 



I I was advised by the interviewing ag ents that 

this investigation concerned a memorandum written by 

I bermea the costa 

I Memoran dum' When asked when ] | first saw the memo, 

[ replied that one he did not recall, and two he desired to 
close the discussion♦F . bdvigiaf? that this matter involves 

legislative privilege as|_[worked for the Legislative 

Branch and was involve d in inves tigating actions undertaken by 
the Executive Branch. I k dvised that anything he did on 

the sub-committee was privileged from disclosure to the Executive 
Branch. 

_[did advise that the sub-committee encountered 

many problems in getting info rmation f rom the United States 
Department of Justice (DOJ). j [ himself ran into many 

obstacles in attempting to get information and ther e are stil l 
people in the DOJ and FBI who have an axe to grind.[ [also 


At this tim d [ stated that there is no 

prosecutable violation concerning this memorandum as no one 
knowingly disclosed any classified information. The memo did not 
contain any markings indicating that it contained classified 
National Security information. | [ advised that he had a 

Inve stigation^n 12/14/87 a t Washington, D.C. F ile # 243-3 

Sa| __ _ 

by ^ _ iWi _ EWM;tlg Date dictated 12/15/87 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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security clearance which was granted by an agency that he* does 
not recall. 


admitted receiving the 


Costa I 


memorandum and stated that it could have been either October, 
November or December of 1986. When caafrorLt^d with the National 
Law Journal article which states that I I -1 

L aw Journal that! _ 


told the National 


advised that he does not^ 
the National Law Journal. When ask ^d if 
memorandum from someone in the DOJ, 


tel ling this to 
received the 


dvised th at he wou ld 


not comment on this due to the legislative privilege, 
also advised that he would not comment on his sources as he 
considers them to be protected under the whistle-blower laws. 


did advise that he was told by his source that 
the information was not classified. The individual who gave 


]the memo told him that there was no national security 


information contained within the memorandum. 


advised that he did pass the memorandum onto 


his superiors. His superi ors included actual members of Congress 

advised that he does not know if all of 


and their staff. [ 


the staff members hold a security clearance. 

When asked if he ga ve a copy of the memorandum to any 
member of the media, ! [ advised that he would rather not 

comment on this. This would entail getting into what his role 
was in working for Congress and this is protected by legislative 
privilege. W hen specifically asked i f he gave a copy of the 
memorand um tof ' " “ 

Examiner II 


of the San Francisco 


advised that he would not comment on that. 


When specifically ask ed if he gave a copy of the mem orandum to 


[ [ of the Village Voice 

he would not comment on| 
take WAAS' word for anything. 


pdvised that 
lother than to say that he would not 


was 


[ 


I 


ladvised that his superior on the sub-committee 


Jvho was the 


^dvised that f 


L 


is no longer on the Hill but still lives in the Washington 
Metropolitan area. 


When asked if 


Kad a fifth amendm ent proble m 


with answering the interviewing agent's questions,! 


advised that he did not have a problem but was refusin g to 


Jurther 


bo 

b7C 


bo 

b7C 


be 

b7C 


comment due to the Congressional privilege. 

advised that in order to waive this privilege there would need to 
be a resolution of the full Senate. [_ ^stated that he would be 


need direction from the Senate to tell the interviewing agents 



b7C 




D 
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Continuation of interview of 



where he got the memo from and to whom he gave it. 


I_I did specifically deny that he was responsible 

for the mass mailings and advised that he does not know who was 


responsible for the mass mailings of the memo. 
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Date of transcription J.2/28/87 


20006, telephone numberl _ | residence a ddre^ 

[ telephone number] 

was interviewed at his office and provided the toJ 
information; 


Lowing 


_, _ I As such he was!_T 

I im mediate s upervisor. ! [advised that he does 

not know h owl I acquired t he~ | j costa I memorandum. 

I l advi sp-d that] j had many contacts in the U.S. 

Department of Justice fnn,T^ aTVhnnrrh thp> main liaison in the DOJ 

for the U.S. Senate was]_ 

' I advised t hat he has ti o knowledge of the 
relationship petween and]_ 

furthe r advised that he does not have any 

knowledge of whether or not_gave a copy of the memorandum 

to the media. There were no restrictions on any of the staff 
people speaking to the press an d most staf f members received many 
calls from the media everyday. | [ further advised that 

although they have procedures on how to deal with classified 
information, there were no procedures for the handling of 
unclassified material. 



m to anyone in particular, it wou] 
rom thq San Francisco Examiner or I 


3robabl^ 


not be 
Hfrom the 


oice as 


oriented with these papers 
the Washington Times. 


[was more oriented towards 


advised that by way of background during this 


Investigation on 12/14/87 at Washington, D.C. F ile # 243-3 

by SI Vul\V\ _ EWMxtlg Date dictated 12/15/87 

This (Locuiiitiiit- uuuuaxiis iicxLher recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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time period the committee was conducting an investigation^into 
the Iran-Contra Affair. There was a smal l war betwe en Senator 
KERRY'S staff and Senator LUGAR's staff. | was often 

placed in the role of referee and tried 
investigation in a professional manner. 




it the 


I 


ecame the 


target of much discontent within KERRY'S staff and Senator KERRY 
thought that Senator LUGAR's staff was in line with t he DOJ in 
refusing to provide information to the sub-committee. 


did advise that in approximately December, 1986 all the 
information that was uncovered by Senator LUGAR's staff was 
turned over to Senator KERRY'S staff. 
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Date _ 


4/13/88 


TO: 


FROM; 


DIRECTOR, ?BI 
ATTN: SSA 


TERRORISM SECTION 


SAC, WASHINGTON-METROPOLITAN FIELD OFFICE 
(243-3)(C)(C-3) 


^R E T 


UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED S E 

INFORMATION IN THE APRIL 14, 1987 EDITION 
OF THEt^VILLAGE VOICE" ENTITLED, "CONTRA 
COVER-UP CONFIRMED" BY MURRAY WAAS; 

INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 

00:WMF0 

aCfi MARKINGS, NOTATIONS AND ITEl^ OF INFORMATION 
CONTAINED IN THIS COMMUNICATION ARE CLA^MfIED "SE^ET" UNLESS 
OTHERWISE NOTED. I ‘ 

Reference San Francisco airtel dated 3/8/88. 

For the informatinn nf San Francisco._investigation in 





be 

:b7C 



]DOJ Office of Professional Responsibility aeciinea 


prosecution or further action and advised that the FBI should 
close its case. 


San Francisco should RUC its file. 

SEC rA T 
CLASSIFim'BY: 8^1 

DECLASSiFW O^-^-^ADR 


J i ^ ' >^1 


y rt. 



'Bureau li 

2-San Francisco (243-1) 
1-Washington-Metropolitan Field Office 
EWM: tig 
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□ Routine 
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CL^I 


CL^IFICATION: 

□ TOP SECRET 

□ SECRET 

□ CONFIDENTIAL 

□ UNCLAS E F T O 

□ UNCLAS 

Date 3/8/88 


SECRET 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


FROM: 


SAC, SAN FRANCISCO (243-1)(P) 


SUBJECT: UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF, 

CLASSIFIED INFORMATION IN /CHE 
APRIL 1987 EDITION OF THe/"VILLAGE 
VOICE" ENTITLED "CONTRA COVER-UP 
CONFIRMED" BY MURRAY WAAS; 

IIPA; 

00: WFO 




10/2/87. 


This entire conimunication is classified as " i. S a cr .e t ." ♦ 

Re Acting Director teltype to San Francisco, et al dated 


To date, San Francisco has received no additional 
communications re instant matter other than opening explanatory 
teletype. 

REQUEST OF THE BUREAU 

^ Advise San Francisco if any investigation is outstanding 

in this division. 


t>y (Q(^3) 


Deo^ssifv or 


C2y~ Bureau 

19 ^ - WFO (243-3)(P) 

1 - San Francisco 

20 WRG/jw 

(5) 2 




Approved: 


Transmitted 


(Number) 


(Time) 




*U.S. GPO; 1987 


O' 





s- 







SF (243-1) 
WRG/jw 




LEADS 

WFO 

AT WASHINGTON , D.C. ; Advise San Francisco if any 
investigation is outstanding in this division. 







cxmo 


b6 

b7C 


« 4 


1 ■ 

AIRTEL 

SE^iJS^ET 4/12/88 


Director, FBI 
SAC, San Francisco (243-1) 

UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OB-ICLASSIFIED INFORMATION IN THE 
APRIL 1987 EDITION OF THE ^’VILLAGE VOJCE" ENTITLED 
"CONTRA COVER-UP CONFIRMED" BY MURRAY WAAS; 

IIPA; 

00: WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN FIELD OFFICE 

This communication is classified *iS®GR©f" in its 

entirety. 



Reference San Francisco airtel March 8, 1988. 

For the information of San Francisco, no investigation 
is outstanding in San Francisco and this matter has been closed. 


NOTE: 



cr: 

a. 


Exec AD Adm. 
Exec AD Inv. 



declassified 

ms —----- 


SEfiijfel 


Classified\>y: 4808 

Declass ijyTon: -^^R 




Telephone Rm. 
Director’s Sec‘y 











r 
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1 
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CLASSIFICATION: 

□ TOP SECRET 

□ SECRET 

□ CONFIDENTIAL 

□ UNCLAS E F T O 

□ UNCLAS 

12/5/89 


FROM 


SUBJECT 


DOJ/OPR. 


DIRECTOR, PfI 

SAC, WMFO (243-3) (RUC) 

UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED 
INFORM^ION IN THE APRIL 14, 1987 EDITION 
OF THEWILLAGE VOICE " , ENTITLED "CONTRA 
COVER-UP ‘CO’NFTSRED'^Y MURRAY WAAS ; 

INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIPA); 

00:FBIHQ 

Enclosed for FBIHQ is rough draft of a letter to 


On December 1, 1989, SA WMFO, 

former case agent in (.’a ptloned marrer, was ■cexepnonically 
contacted bv l I U.S. DEPARTMENT OP JUS TICE, Office of 

Profe ssional Responsil^ility, telephone number] I 

lady is/'ig that his office had been contactea Dy| \~^ 

office, who wanted DOJ/OPR to provide some ma^feriaT^Up 
6h th6 case. ' 

I I advised that he knew that! ‘‘ lhad 


WMFO requests that FBIHQ respond to DOJ/OPR. The 
enclosed rough draft letter provides the information knpwn to 
WMFO during the investigation. 

, i--" 


[^Bureau 
2-WMFO 

EWM:ase 
(4) 


ALL information CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 


/ 




Approved: 


Transmitted 


(Number) (Time) 
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CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
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Memorandum 


SE^ET 



To 


From 


Subject: 


Mr. Robert S. Mueller, III 
Assistant to the Attorney General 

William M. Baker 

Assistant Director 

Primi nal_Tnvp.Rti nati vp. Division 


Date 8/3/90 


~j~W< 


ft!' 


T 




TMPORMATIGM COMCEbtJiNb 


This communication is class^ied 


"Se^^" 




i n "jrts 








-^.s_a_-Fnl 1 -t-rt_-t-ho_ci£lQIIAJ::SatiOn yO 

_Ir^nnrp^rn 


you 

T nrJ 


had with 


b6 

b7C 


ZT 


information; 


provide you the following background 


ut? 1 e>4-4-01^ /^a4-<a/^ Q/io/Q'7 -F^T 1 ^r.To/i Kt. ^ roport dated 

Office of 


9/1/87, 1 __ 

Professional Responsibility (OPR), Department of Justice (DOJ), 
requested an FBI investigation of the unauthorized disclosure of 
the identities of two Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) employees 
in the 4/14/87, edition of the Village Voice . 


According to___ 

information waa a ^l-naerp, mPiTTinranf^nm A/lA/RP, 


the predicate pf the "leaked," 


3 


jMeufraxiry Act ana Arms Export control Act violations! 


aarea i/i/m, duj/upr instituted an investigation into the 
"leak," which disclosed that a rough draft copy of the memorandiij Ti 
was apparently stolen from the unlocked files in 
office, probably during the summer of 1986. 


be 

:b7C 


Classified by: 
Declap^i^ OrpoiT^ 


G-3 

ADR 



Baker 
Q'Kara 

TTJ- 


(CONTINUED - OVER) 






SECRE 


Mr. Robert S. Mueller. Ill 


een proviaea ro | aue to a large number o: 

congressional inquiries regarding the Iran-Contra affair. 

Four separate point s tended to support t he DOJ/OPR 
focus of this investigation: | |who displayed 

an intense i nterest in Nicaraguan ana UOhtta maiTt^rs. was known 
to be a ver 


_I advisea tne M iami u.a. Attorneys rns 

received a- copy of thd J memo fr omi 

memor andum frornl T to then] 

which |~ I ass erted that DOJ should 

backwards" to provide Mr I l anv and all 

rebut anticipated "sensational accusatio ns" h 
renardinn the Tr an-Contra affair; and (4)1 
_ stated that Mrl mad 




rnninmHiio 


lea gi 
e that 
Novemb 


Subsequent to the interview of | 

Miami advised that he had not xeroxed copies o 


e original 


(CONTINUED - over; 































if 


Mr. Robert S.. Mueller, III 

^ » 


SEcfe^T 


memo, a^d the only person a1;_D0J to whom he gave a copy of the 


memo was 


copies of the 


1 It was also dp,tp,rmi np.d from 

JdOJ, that 


On 12/16/^ 
with Deputy Counself 


memo were never sent to Congress. 

the facts of this matter were discussed 
Jnd Assistant Counsel^ 


OPR, DO J. After being apprised of the facts in this matter. 


and!" I advised that they would decline prosecution of 
n inasmuch as there was "no reasonable likelihood of 


proving criminality" on the part of 


DOJ/OPR r 
to hisP^ 


advised that 


On 1/14/88, Assistant Counsel 

|had declined to be interviewed or polygraphed by 

1 Subsequent 


be 

:b7C 


SE^ET 






T 


INFORMATION CONCERNING POSSIBLE VIOLATION 
OF THE INTELLIGENCE IDENTITIES PROTECTION ACT (IIAP) 


be 


I. 

CHRONOLOGY 

:b7C 

II. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE (USDS) 

NOTIFICATION 

III. 

PRIVACY ACT ISSUES RELATING TO 

ADDITIONAL USDS 


NOTIFICATION 


IV. 

1 

|AS THE 


SOURCE OF THE COSTA 1 MEMO LEAK 







sec: 

Classifi, 
Declas. 



1 

QADR 










ML FBI IHFOPmTION COMTAIIED 
HEREin IS OTCLASSIFIED 
DATE 04-12-2011 BY 60324 UC EAW/SAB/RYS 



REFERRED TO HQ PER OGA LETTER DATED 

03 - 28-2011 


[ 


INFORMATION CONCERNING 


be 

b7C 



[ 


DOJ referred the CIA letter to the Office of 
Professional Responsibility (OPR), DOJ, because it 
dealt, in part, with the alleged unauthorized_ 
disclosure of official information contained in a 
law enforcement record which originated in the 
office of the USA for the Southern District of 
Florida (SDF), a matter DOJ/OPR had been 
investigating into since April 1987. 

DOJ/OPR's inquiry disclosed a copy of the Costa 1 
memo may have been stolen from unlocked files 

in I- -[during the summer of 

1986. DOJ also aerermrnea that, on June 3, 1986, 


to 


~| sent a copy of the Costa 1 memo 


] 


Enclosure 


CUSSl 
REASON; 
DEClASSfP/ 



seS^ 

Classif>eJ> 
Declai^ify 


)y G-3 

OADR 











handcarried tM 


DOJ, Copies of the memo were 


UU ■ _ ■ 

1 Office of Legislative Affairs (OLA) 

■*__ n 1 -1_ _ w _ 


] 


on June 13, 1986, due to a large number of 
congressional inquiries regarding the Iran-Contra 
affair. 


o The focus of the DOJ/OPR investigation centered on 


[ 


access to the Costa 1 memo 


]and had 


o DOJ/OPR based it's focus upon,_■ 

the source of the leaked Costa l memo ror me 
following reasons: 


( 1 ) 


as 


( 2 ) 



for the 

San Francisco Runner , advised the Miami USA's 
office h e had received a_ copy of the Costa 1 
memo fror H 


(3) A memo from 


to then 


in which Bergquist asserts 
that dO J should '4)en d over backwards" to_ 
pj 70 vide| ^ any and all information 

to rebut antici pared "sensation al 
accusations " by I ^ regarding the 

Iran-Contra affair. 


(4) 


stated that f 


the village Voice reporter. 


had asked 


^o see if he could "dig up^ 
an\7 riernaarorv information regardi ng the 





o By letter dated August 12, 1987,| 


OPR, DOJ, requested 
an investigaticn into the unauthorized 

disclosure of the identities of two CXA 
employees in the April 14, 1989, edition of the 
Village Voice. 


o Upon receipt of DOJ/OPR's August 12, 1987 letter, 
an FBI investigation into possible unauthorized 
disclosures of classified information and 
violation of the IIPA was instituted by Washington 
Metropolitan Field Office (WMFO). 


On October 13-14, 1987, agents interviewed 
employees of the USA's office in the.SDF. 
Interviews determ ined the Costa 1 memo ^ may have 
been removed fr omi late 1986 

or early 1987. I I was. dgygloped 

as a sus pect in removing the memo from 


o Prior to June 3, 1986, the Costa 1 memo was 
misclassified "Sensitive" by the USA's office, 
Miami. ■The memo should,have been classified 
"Secret" because it contained names of CIA 
employees. 



concerning the memo. 


In March 1987 numerous press inquiries were 
received at DOJ and the USA's office in Miami, 
indicating that copies of the Costa 1 memo had 
been mailed to-various reporters. 


o 







o 


On April 9. 


1987. Village Voice reporter 


On April 11, 1987, repor terl 
W;^Hhinaton Times advisedF 



o On December 7, 1987,,_^_ 

was interviewed and stated he first saw the 
Costa 1 memo in June or July 1986. I 

stated Ipersonally handed him a copy 


at the DOJ in Washington, D.C. ^ dvised 
that in dealing with the Senate Foreign Relations 
Pnmmii.tp-p. hp. usually dealt with the committee*s 


p^viRPd that the DOJ genera lly gave cong re^ 
"everything under the sun." ~ [ advised he 

knew the Costa 1 memo went to Congressas part of 
many do'cuments turned over to the Iran-Contra 
Congressional Committee. 


1 1 denied giving a cop 

»y of the 

1 however, he | 


seeing a copy of the memo on I 


November or Decemb er 1986.1 


Ld recall 
desk in 
ated he 


did no 
memo 




nquire of 




las to hbW he got the 


[stated he did not know when 


laot his copy of the Costa 1 memo. 

_volunteered that many times people 

"Hill" receive documents in the mail 


on the 
from anonymous sources 


--— - 

clearance it would probably not be a criminal 
violation to turn the memo over to him. 


stated that since 


had a security 


,was offered the opportunity to undergo a 

polygraph examination regarding the leak but _ 

refused to take same. I ~l 











o On December 7, 1987, 


I 


DOJ, OLA, stated sHe first 
saw tilfe CbSta i Memo when she was coi ^lectinq 


documents in the Iran-Contra Affair. 


felt that the Costa 1 memo was 
never ottlciaiiy sent to Congress. 


o On December’7, 1987, 


was 


recontacted and denied being in Washin aton. D.C. 
durongthe time period June/July 1986. |_ I 


advised he never made copies of the memo 
and never handed them out to anyone in the DOJ. 


InitiallyC 


Twas 


On December 14, 1987, __ 

interviewed by the FBI. - --^_ 

advised that he would not discuss the issue, as 
anything he did concerning the Costa 1 memo would 
nnfSta-r scope of congressional privilege. 

admit that he received the memo in 


•EaUL 


October, November, or December 1986, but would not 
identify the individual from whom he received the 
memo, nor would he deny that his source of the 
memo was a DOJ employee. 


o 


_stated that the individual who provided- 

him the memorandum had told him that the 
memorandum was not classified and had no national 
security information contained within. When asked 
if he gave a copy of the memorandum to the media, 
hft state d that he would rather not comment. 

noted that distributing copies of the 
memorandum would be included as part of his 
role in working for Congress. I I 

refused to comment when told that reporters ^ 
who had previously printed this story identified 
him as the source of the leak. 


o On December 16, 198 7, the facts of this matter 

were discussed with I _ I 

and I - -1 OPR, DOJ. After 

being apprised of the tacts in this matter, _ 


5 










III. PRIVACY ACT ISSUFIS RELATING TO ADDITION AL USDS 
wnTTRICATION 


o On August 14, 1990. 1 1 

Legal Research Unit, Legal Counsel Division, 

recoiranended against any further dissemination_ 

of information relating tol-^- 

and the IIPA leak investigation. [ state 

that absent any new request from USDS, it was his 
belief that additional disclosure would violate 
provisions contained in The Privacy Act of 1974, 
T.5 U.S.C. Section 552a. 


noted that in response to an October 24, 


1989, request from USDS t o the White House 
Security Office regarding[ 


the FBI furnished numerous summary memoranda ro 
USDS pn .Tanuarv 11. 1990. Th e summary memoranda 
noted 




Iwas the focus of an 
FBI criminal investigation regarding unauthorized 
disclos'ure of classified information. 


USDS was advised criminal prosecution of subject 
was declined by OPR /DOJ. in concert with an 

opinion rendered by l I 

|DOJ. The basis for the 

declination was "no reasonable likelihood of 
proving criminality." USDS was also advised via 
FBI memoranda that DOJ began an administrative 
incruirv regarding the alleged actions of 
Mr l I howev er, that inquiry was c losed in 

view of the fact that] 
employment. 

stated his recommendation 
against further dissemination was made in 
consultation wit h p f "the 

Information and Privacy Acts Litigation Unit, 

Legal Counsel Division. 
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TMPEDIMENTS TO NAMTNrril 

SOURCE OF THE Costa 1 MEMO LEAK 


]as the 


o 


o 


[ 


Neither DOJ/OPR or FBI investigators ever 
1 ntervie wed reporters to confirml 


memorandum. 


as their .s.ou^;C!e-A. for,^ the Costa 1 


No investigati on was ever done to eliminate 
|as the source of the leaked ^ 

document. 


o The Costa 1 memo was misclassified as "Sensitive" 
rather than "Secret." 


o Even if 


U V JUJ- ■ p 

to have given the Costa 1 memo toL 


h<=» shown 


it would have to be proven he knew 
Iwas going to leak it, in order to sustain 
a violation of the IIPA. Beforehand knowledge of 


the leak is necessary because|^ 
a security clearance. 


had 


o Prosecution was declined by DOJ due to "no 

reasonable likelihood of proving criminality." 

o _ will justify his failure 

to take a polygraph - - - 
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This communication is classified "Secret" io~its 



Disclosure of Classified Information in the April 14, 1987, 
edition of the Villacre Voice entitled "Contra cover-up confirmed" 
by Murray Waas; Intelligence Identities Protection Act." 


RECOMMENDATION ; None. For information only. 
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denied giving[ 


was intervi ewed on 12/7/87^ by the FBI and 


a copy of the 


that he observed a copy of th e memo onf 


Nov ember or Decei 
askf Iwhen 

it 


er of 1986. [ 


memo, but did disclose 
Idesk in either 


] stated that he did not 


had obtained the document, but noted 


that ne thought tnattne memo had been officially sent to the 
Congression al Intellige nce Committee and the Iran-Contra 
Committees, I I also advised that he first qbta±Ded. 


memo in e ither June or July of 1986, directly from|_, 

Dwho was at the DOJ a nd made copies of the memo, one of 




which he gave tol 


SEC 
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I-1 

Mem orandum fromi _ to William M. Baker b7c 

Re: I I 

Information Concerning 


J ref used to take a nolvaraoh examination 
regarding this matter.I _ 


Subsequent to the interview of [ 


1was t eleohonicallv contacted by the FBI regarding 
^statement and advised that he had not been in 


]USA 


Washington, D.C., in Jime or July, 1986, he had not xeroxed copies 
of the original memo, and the nnlv np.rsnn at DOJ to whom he gave a 
copy of the memo wasi I Tt was a Ian fSAtg-rmirxaf^ 

fromI Jdoj, that 


copiss or 'Ch6[ 


]memo were never sent ro congress. 


Due to apparent inconsistencies in thel 
statement, in concert with the fact thatl 
to undergo T rnie 

matter were provided to | ~ 

DOJ. who immediately orally nrovided this infn-mnatinn 
Mr. 




was scheduled 
■acts of this 
]0PR, 


Additionally,[ 


[ 


information to Mr.r 


] SPIN Unit, also provided this 


after consultations with Section Chief 


Subsequent to the interview of 
in which a number of inconsistencies we 
refused to take a polygraph examin ation .1 
interviewed on 12/14/87. InitiallyT 


[advised that he would 
not discuss the issue, as anything he aia concerning the "Costa 1" 



Ion 12/7/ »7, 


.nq 

as located afid 


t 


memo would fall under the scope of congressin pal nrTvi 1 prf<=> f fhA 
Costa 1 memorandum is the document written by [Miami, 


Florida, from which the ident ities of the two CIA employees were 
obtained). However J I did admit that he received the 

memorandum in October, November, or December of 1986, but would 
not identify the individual from whom he received the memorandxm, 
nor would he deny t hat his source of the memorandum was a DOJ 
employee. stated that the individual who provided him the 

memorandxam had told him that the memorandum was not classified and 
had no national security information contained within. When asked 
if he gave a copy of the memorandum to the media, he stated that 
he would rather not comment. He noted that distributing copies of 
the memorandum would be included as part of his role in working 
for Congress, but again refused to comment when told that 
reporters who 


had previousl y printed this story had identified| | 


SE 


^SlT 


be 

b7C 


be 

b7C 
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SEjRIPt 


Mem orandtm fromf 
Re: [ 


Information Concerning 


? 


to William M. Baker 


On 12/16/87, the facts of this matter were discussed with 


t 


and Assistant Counsel^ 


Deputy Counsel. . _ 

DOiT. ■ After being apprised 'of the facts in this mat ter.f 




Jadvised that they would decline prosecution ofC 


]and 


inasmuch as there was "no r easonable li kelihood of proving 
criminality" on the part of | | 


On 1/14/88, Assistant Counsel._ 

had declined to be interviewed or tol vcrraphed by D0J/0 Pr7 


advised thatH 


While uncon firmed, it is believed bv both DOJ/OPR and 


FBIHO nersonnel that 



ina smuch as 
thel 


ThjLs informa-pion is being brou ght to your attention 


currently holds af 


and 


]in 


r ~l This office is aware of 

some sensitive matters being handled by the FBI. 


SE^^T 


be 
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